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This report documents the purpos"^, procedures and 
results for each information source used in the evaluation of the 
1984-85 State Compensatory Education (SCE) program in the Austin 
(Texas) Independent School District. The majority of this document 
presents seven appendices, each devoted to an aspect of the program: 
(1) Management Information System; (2) School Characteristics ano SCE 
Achievement Gains; (3) Teacher Service Report; (4) Counselor Service 
Report; (5) Project Achieve; (6) Planner Logs; and (7) Transitional 
Bilingual Education (TBE) . The results indicate four major positive 
findings. First, in response to the central information need created 
*y the 1984 legislation (House Bill 72) regarding Annual Performance 
Reports to the Texas Education Agency, a series of computer screens 
was developed containing schocl statistics on as many as 23 
variables. Second, seventh grade TBE participants made strong gains 
in the reading, language, and mathematics subscales of the Iowa Tests 
of Basic Skills (iTBf). Eighth grade (TBE) students made greater than 
expected gains in reading and mathematics ITBS subscales. Third, all 
SCE-eligible , Hispanic Limited English Proficient students had access 
to bilingually certified classroom teachers. Fourth, crisis 
interventions accounted for only 4% of the total number of counselor 
interventions. Major findings requiring further action involve 
teachers' use of pull-out formats; whether full focus was on the 
funded target population; and Project Achieve 's lack of visibility. 
(KSA) 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



A LOOK AT STATE COMPENSATORY EDUCATION IN AISD 

1984-85 



AUTHOR: Maria Define, Vivian Jenkins 
OTHER CONTACT PERSONS: Jonathan Curtis 

This report documents the purpose, procedures, and results for each 
information source used in the evaluation of the 1984-85 SCE program. It 
contains seven appendices, each devoted to a single aspect of the program. 



MAJOR POSITIVE FINDINGS: 

0 In response to the central information need created by legislation 
(H.B. 72) regarding Annual Performance Reports to the Texas 
Education- Agency, a series of computer screens was developed 
which contains information about each school on as many as 23 
variables. 

0 Seventh grade Transitional Bilingual Education (TBE) participants 
made strong growth as evidenced by gains in the reading, Unguage, 
and mathematics IT8S subscale scores. Eighth grade (TBE) students 
made greater than expected gains in the reading and mathematics 
ITBS subscales. 

0 An SCE-eligible, Hispanic, LEP students in schools without 

bilingually certified SCE teachers had access to other bilingually 
certified classroom teachers. 

0 Crisis interventions accounted for only 4% of the total number of 
counselor interventions. 



MAJOR FINDINGS REQUIRING ACTION; 

0 SCE teachers served a small proportion of SCE-eligible students 
(23%) plus a-significant number of students who were not 
SCE-eligible. Thirty-two percent of the total number of students 
served were not SCE-eligible. This raises questions as to whether 
the program fully focused on the target population for which it 
was funded. 

0 The majority of SCE teachers continue to use pull-out formats for 
delivery of instruction, for a variety of reasons. 

0 Project Achieve appears to suffer from a lack of visibility. 
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MANAGEMENT INFORf^ATION SYSTEM ("INFO") 



Purpose 

The development of the INFO screens was begun in response to the following 
central information need: 

Information Need 11 . What information is required for the annual 
performance report specified in HB 72? 

In addition to streamlining completion of the newly required performance 
reports, the INFO screen component of the District's emerging management 
information system is intended to address several other goals. First, the 
INFO screens should become a single, readily accessible resource 
containing a variety of data already collected but presantly reported 
under several different covers. Second, the INFO screens may be updated 
curing the year, thereby providing a degree of recency and accuracy 
greater than that of most other codified forms of data^ Third, and as a 
natural consequence of the first two, the INFO screens are expected to 
facilitate ORE*s responses to recurrent questions at the campus level, and 
generally to facilitate informed decision-making across the District as a 
whole. Fourth, because of built-in flexibility, the INFO screens have the 
capacity to expand to meet currently unanticipated needs. 

The INFO screens are only a minor aspect of what eventually will become a 
sincle major data base referred to as "SCHCHAR," or School Characteris- 
tics File. The final goal is to have the SCHCHAR file serve as a core 
data base for Annual Performance Reports to TEA, as required by H.B. 72; 
INFO screens will be a handy display mechanism for some of the more useful 
and/or needed information contained in the SCHCHAR file. 



Procedure 

In August and September of 1984, ORE staff (with the help of the 
Information Services Comndittee) generated several lists of variables which 
might be appropriate for display on the INFO screens. Many of these were 
located in ORE reports and publications, such as the ROSE Report (ORE 
Publication No. 83. L), the school achievement profiles, and so on. These 
were distilled into a preliminary list of variables displayed on the 
screens and accessible by the "001 Achievement/ Per'formance/ Context" 
selection. 

These screens were previewed at ORE and in meetings several times during 
the fall, 1984, by a number of District ad»7iinistrators. Among them were 
the Superintendent, the Special Assistant for Administrative Services, and 
the Assistant Superintendents for Elementary and Secondary Education 
(October 10, 1984); the secondary principals (November 21, 1984); the 
supervising principals (November 2, 1984); and the Elementary Advisory 
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Principals Team (December 12, 1984). The Director of High Schools, the 
Director of Junior High Schools, the Director of the Department of Federal 
and State Applications and Compliance, and the Director of Elementary 
School Management also were invited and provided feedback at various times 
on the screens. 



Results 

As a result of each of these interactions, revisions and additions were 
made to INFO (OW-INFPT-01-01) . 

A core of 23 variables was selected for inclusion. Drafts of definitions 
for the variables were prepared for elementary, junior high, and high 
schools (see Attachments 1, 2, and 3). These were distributed to all 
principals in the District, together with hard copies of their respective 
schools* 001 scree»i, by the first week of March. (See Attachment 4 for 
hard copy examples of the 001 screens generated by OW-INFPT-01-01. ) As a 
result of these meetings and the input obtained, numerous corrections and 
revisions have been made in the definitions. 

Additionally, another -entire set of screens (the "003 Achievement/ 
Performance/Context Data by Characteristic") was developed as a 
cross-indexed version of the 001 screens. That is, while the 001 screens 
are organized by school (e.g., a school's performance on every one of the 
variables is displayed before going on to the next school), the 003 
screens are organized by variable (eacli variable heads a list showing 
every school's performance on that variable before going on to the next 
variable). (See Attachment 5 for hard copy examples of the 003 screens 
generated by OW-INFPT-01-01.) Inaccuracies in the drafts of variable 
definitions were identified through discussion ana corrected or clari- 
fied. Some variables were added, most notably, "Students not receiving 
any F's, most recen^ six weeks;" and TABS scores for Reading and 
Mathematics were broken out so they could be reported separately. (Note 
that these will be broken down further to reflect the grade level tested, 
since not every elementary school houses, all the grade levels eligible for 
TABS testing,) 

In anticipation of the time when INFO screens may be accessed at each 
campus (as part of the District's computer initiative), and to assist 
viritors to ORE previewing the screens, a simple guide was prepared with 
step-by-step instructions (see Attachment 6). At present, only persons at 
ORE and in che Superintendent's Office may access the screens. Projected 
developments for the use of INFO include distribution of updated hard 
copies to p'^incipals in August materials packets for use in long-term 
planning for the 1985-1986 school year. Hard copies of the screens are 
expected to serve as a component of the Annual Performance Report to Texas 
Education Agency next August, as well. 
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Recommendations 

The undertaking and completion of the INFO screen system is a major 
accomplishment, and the timely fashion with which the system is updated 
enhances the usefulness of the data. INFO clearly meets the short-term 
goals set down for it; It is a single, readily available, easily updated, 
and flexible information resource. 

However, the usefulness of the system can be greatly enhanced by extending 
it beyond its current descriptive status. A data base that provides for 
the statistical and logical manipulation of the descriptive data to 
generate new variables and combinations of variables is even more 
flexible, parsimonious and useful. 

Feedback received from the school principals indicates that ORE should 
consider changing itf negatively stated categories to positively stated 
ones (e.g. changing "non-minority students" to minority students; 
"students not in Special Education" to "students in Special Education"). 
Their rationale is that variables should be stated the way that they are 
normally used. 
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For Elementary Schools 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

December 4, 1984 



Definitions for ^he INFO Screen "Categories" of Variables 
Tar Elementary Schools 

1. Students at or above grade level, Spring 1984: 

This is the percentage of students tested whose percentile on the 
composite score on the ITBS is 50 or above (in other words, the 
grade equivalent score was at or above the grade level at the time 
of testing). 

2. Students gaining one or more years in 1983-84: 

Students scores on the 1982-83 ITBS were compared with their 
1983-84 scores. If the 1983-84 grade equivalents were higher by a 
year or more, the students were counted. The number was then 
changed to a percentage by dividing by the number of students who 
took the test and multiplying by 100%. 

3. Stu aents meeting or exceeding the ROSE prediction in 1983-84: 
tased on several variables (such as age, giuoe, previous 
achievement test performance, etc.), a prediction was made of each 
student's performance on the 1983-84 ITBS. Then, students' actual 
performance was compared to their predicted performance. If the 
predicted and actual scores were equal, or if the actual 
performance was better than the predicted performance, the students 
were counted. Here again, the number was converted to a percentage. 

4. StuHoQ ts mastering TABS objectives. Spring 1984: 

Tl urage percentage of students tested at grades 3 and 5 who 
dtr .jtrated mastery at the state level was calculated. 

5 . Nonminority studenT:s, October 1984: 

This figure^ is based on the October 5, 1984 count of students by 
ethnicity. The percentage of all students who are neither Black 
nor Hispanic (called "Other"') was calculated. "Others" included 
American Indian and Asian students. 

6. Average daily attendance in 1983-84: 

This IS the official ADA for the 1983-84 school year. 

7. Students not disciplined in 1983-84: 

The number of students with no occurrences in the categories of 
discipline used by the Office of Student Affairs (and recorded on 
the OSA green sheets) wa.^ divided by the total enrollment at the 
school (for the entire school year). 
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8. Students not eligible for free or reduced-price meal in 1983-84: 
The percentage of Ttudents not enrolled in the free and reduced- » 
price meal program was based upon lunch counts completed on May 25, 
1984, and the enrollment as of January, 1984. 

9. Students not LEP in 1984-85; 

The official LEP count at eac<; school as of October, 1984 is 
subtracted from the total number of students enrolled at each 
school (as of October 5, 1984), the remainder is divided by the 
total enrollment at the scho^.i. 

10. Students not in special education in 1983-84: 

The total number of students served through special education at 
each campus is subtracted from the number of stud<2nts enrolled at 
each campus (as of the Student Master File update completed on June 
14, 1984); this remainder is then divided by the total enrollment. 

11. Students not in a compensatory education program in 1983-8^; 

The number of students served by special education. Migrant, or SCE 
programs was subtracted from the total number of students enrolled 
at the campus (as of the Student Master File update completed on 
July 5, 1984). This difference (those not ir. any compensatory 
program) is divided by the total enrollment (as of the Student 
Master File update completed on July 5, 1985). 

12. Students not reassigned for desegregation purposes in 1983-84. 
Each student who is attending the school he/she would have attended 
prior to desegregation is divided by the school's total enrollment 
(as of the June 1984 update of the Student Master File). Transfers 
were counted as being among those students who were not reassigned 
for desegregation purposes. 

3. Students enrolled for the entire school year in 1983-84: 

This is the number of students enrolled on the first day of 1983-84 
who were still enrolled on the last day of school, divided by the 
total numuer of students enrolled at any time during 1983-84, 

14. Pupils per teacher in 1983-84: 

This number was determined by dividing the total number of students 
enrolled as of September, 1983 at each campus by the number of 
regular classroom teachers at each campus. Note that this entry is 
a number and not a percentage; the lower the number, the higher the 
assigned rank should be (that is, smaller class sizes are ranked 
higher) . 

15. Students promoted: 

This is the percentage of all students enrolled whose records show 
them to be enrolled at any grade level in 1933-84 which is higher 
than that for 1982-83. 
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•efinitions for the INFO Screen 
"Categories" or Variables 
For Junior High Schools 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT '"^ ^ ^ 

Office of Research and Evaluation 

February 18, 1985 



Definitions for the INFO Screen "Categories" or Variables 
for Junior High Schools 

1. Students at or above grade level, spring 1984 ; 

This is the percentage of students tested whose percentile on the 
composite score on the ITBS is 50 or above (in other words, the grade 
equivalent score was at cr above grade level at the time of testing). 

2. Students gaming one or more years in 1983-84 ; 

Students' scores on the 1982*83 ITBS were compared with their 1983-84 
scores. If the 1983-84 grade equivalents were higner by a year or 
more, the students were counted. The number was then changed to a 
percentage by dividing by the number of students who took the test 
and multiplying by 100. 

3. Students meeting or exceeding . R OSE prediction in 1983-84 : 

Based on several variables (siT^ s age, grade, previous achievement 
test performance, etc.), a prediction was made of each student's 
performance on the 1983-84 ITBS. Then, students* actual performance 
was compared to their predicted perfo. ^ance. If the predicted and 
actual scores were equal, or if the actual performance was better 
than the predicted performance, the students were counted. Here 
again, the number was converted to a percentage. 

4. Nonminority students, October 19 84; 

This figure is based on the October 5, 1984 count of students by 
ethnicity. The percentage of all students who are neither Black nor 
Hispanic (called "Other") was calculated. "Others" included American 
Indian and Asian students. 

5. Average daily attendance in 1983-84 : 

This IS the official ADA for the 1983-84 school year. 

6. Students not disciplined in 1983-84 ; 

The number of students with no occurrences in the categories of 
discipline used by the Office of Student Affairs (as recorded on the 
OSA green sheets) was divided by the totcl enrollment at the school 
(for the entire school year). 

7. Students not eligible for free or reduced-price meal in 1983-84 ; 
The percentage of students not enrolled in the free and reduced- 
price meal program was based upon lunch counts completed on May 25, 
1984, and the enrollment as of January, 1984. 

8. Students not LEP in 1984-85 : 

The official LEP count at each school as of October 1984 is 
subtracted from the total number of students enrolled at each school 
(as of October 5, 1984); the remainder is divided by the total 
enrollment ai the school. 
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9. Students not in special education in 1983-84: 

The total number of students served through special education at 
each campus is subtracted from the nuitber of students enrolled at 
each campus (as of the Student Master File update completed on June 
14, 1984); this remainder is then divided by the total enrollment. 

10. Students net in a compensatory education program in 1983-84 ; 
The number of students served by special education. Migrant, 
Chapter 1, or SCE programs was subtracted froin vhe total number of 
students enrolled at the campus (as of the Student Master File 
update completed on July 5, 1984). This difference (those not in 
any compensatory program) is divided by the total enrollment (as of 
the Student Master File update completed on July 5, 1984). 

11. St udents not reassigned for desegregation purposes in 
1983-64: 

Each student who is attending the school he/she would have attended 
prior to desegregation is divided by the school's total enrollment 
(as of the June 1984 update of the Student Mastar File). Transfers 
were counted as being among those students who were not reassigned 
for desegregation purposes. 

12. Students enrolled for the entire school year in 1983-84 : 

• This is the number of students enrolled on the first day of the 
1983-84 school year who were still enrolled on the last day of 
school, divided by the total number of students enrolled at any 
time during 1983-84. 

13. Pupils per teacher in 1983- 84: 

This number was determined by dividing the total number of student-i 
enrolled as of September 1983 at each campus by the number of 
regular classroom teeichers at each campus. Note that this entry is 
a number and not a percentage; the lower the number, the closer to 
1 the assigned rank should be (that is, smaller class sizes are 
ranked higher). 

14. Students not failing any courses in 1983-84 : 

This is the total percentage of students who received no F's during 
the 1983-84 academic year. 

15. Students not failing any courses, most recent six-weeks ; 

This figure equals the percentage of students with no i-'s during 
the most recent six-weeks period. Updates generally will be made I 
to 2 weeks after the end of the grading period (Data Processing 
needs that time to complete processing all report cards). 

16. Students promoted ; 

This is the percentage of all students enrolled whose records show 
them to be enrolled at any grade level in 1983-84 which is higher 
than that for 1982-83. 
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Attachment A-3 



Definitions for the INFO Screen 
"Cr-itegories" or Variables 
For Senior high Schools 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT ^^^^^ ^ 

Office of Research and Evaluation 

December 4, 1984 



Definitions for the INFO Screen "Categories' or Variables 

for High Schools 



1. Students at or above grade level. Spring 1984; 

This 1S the percentage of students tested whose percentile on the 
composite score on the ITBS or TAP is 50 or above (in other words, 
the grade equivalent score was at or above grade level at the time 
of testing). 

2. Students gaining one or more years in 1983-84| 

Ninuh-graae students' scores on tne 1982-83 ITBS were compared with 
their 1983-84 TAP scores. If the 1983-84 grade equivalents were 
higher by a year or more, the students were counted. The number 
was then changed to a percentage by dividing by the number of 
students who took the test and multiplying by 100%. 

3. Students meeting or exceeding the ROSE prediction in 1983-84: 
Based on several variables (such as age, grade, previous 
achievement test performance, etc.), a prediction was made of each" 
student's performance on the 1983-84 TAP. Then, students' actual 
performance was compared to their predicted performance. If the 
predicted and actual scores were equal, or if the actual 
performance was better than the predicted performance, the students 
were counted. Here again, the number was converted to a percentage. 

4. Students mastering TABS objectives. Spring 1984: 

The percentage of students tested at grade 9 who demonstrated 
mastery at the state level was calculated. 

5. Nonminority students, October 198.4: 

This figure is based on the October 5, 1984 count of students by 
ethnicity. The percentage of all students who are neither Black 
nor Hispanic (called "Other") was calculated. "Others" included 
American Indian and Asian students. 



6. Average daily attendance in 1983-84: 

This IS the official ADA for the 1983-84 school year. 

7. Students not discipl ined in 1983-84: 

The number of students with no occurrences in the categories of 
discipline used by the Office of Student Affairs (and recorded on 
the OSA green sheets) was divided by the total enrollment at the 
school (for the entire school year). 
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Senior High Definitions, p. 2 



8. Students not eligible for free or reduced-price meal in 1983-84: 
The percentage of students not enrolled in the free and 
reduced-price meal program was based upon lunch counts 
completed on May 25, 1984, and the enrollment as of January, 
1984. 

9. Students not LSP in 1983-84: 

The official LEP count at each school as of October, 1984 is 
subtracted from the total number of students enrolled at each 
school (as of October 5, 1984); the remainder is divided by the 
total enrollment at the school. 

10. Students not in special education in 1983-84: 

The total number of students served through special education 
at each campus is subtracted from the number of students 
enrolled at each campus (as of the Student Master File update 
completed on June 14, 1984); this remainder is then divided by 
the total enrollment. 

11. Students not in a compensatory education program in 1983-84: 
The number of students served by special education, -Migrant, or 
SCE Writing Labs was subtreicted from the total number of 
students enrolled at the campus (as of the Student Msster hile 
update completed on July 5, 1984). This difference (those not 
in any compensatory program) is divided by the total enroll- 
ment (as of the Student Master File update completed on July 5, 
1984). 

12. Students not reassigned for desegregation purposes in 1983-84: 
Each student who 1s attending the school he/she would have 
attended prior to desegregation is divided by the school's 
total enrollment (as of the June, 1984 update of the Student 
Master File). Transfers were counted as being among those 
students who were not reassigned for desegregation purposes. 

13. Students enrolled for the entire school year in 1983-84: 
This is the number of students enrolled on the first day of 
1983-84 who were still enrolled on the last day of school, 
divided by the total number of students enrolled at any time 
during 1983-84. 

14. Pupils per teacher in 1983-84: 

This number was determined by dividing the total number of 
students enrolled as of September, 1983 at oach campus by the 
number of regular classroom teachers at each campus. Note that 
this entry is a number and not a percentage; the lower the 
number, the higher the assigned rank should be (that Is, 
smaller class sizes are ranked higher). 

15. Students not failing any courses in 1983-84: 

This is the total percentage of students who received no F's 
during the 1983-84 academic year. 
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Senior High Definitions, p. 3 



16. Students not failing any courses, most recent six-weeks: 
This figure equals the percentage of students with no F's 
during the most recent six-weeks period. Updates generally 
will be made 1 to 2 weeks after the end of the grading period 
(Data Processing needs that time to complete processing all 
report cards). 

17. Students not dropping out, 1983-84; 

Of all the students enrolled 1n 1983-84, this percentage 
includes those who remained enrolled, or transferred to 
another school. Those who withdrew from school and had not 
had a transcript requested by July, 1984 were considered . be 
dropouts . 

18. Graduates attending college; 

This is the percentage of 1983-84 graduates for whom a college 
had requested a transcript as of June, 1984. 

19. Graduates meeting competency in both reading and math; 

This Is the percentage of all graduates who met competency in 
both reading and mathematics. 

20. Students promoted: 

This Is the percentage of all students enrolled whose records 
show them to be enrolled at any grade level in 1983-84 which 
is higher than that for 1982-83 (including all students who 
graduated) . 
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Hard Copy Examples of the 
001 Achievement /Performance/Con text 

Data by Schools: 
INFO Screens 
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SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS FILE — ^IHfO^ SCREEN ~ LISTED OY SCHOOL — AS OF 04/25/85: 

PROG: OM-INFP.t-Ol-^l 

AUSttN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT MANAGEHENT INFORMAf ION SYSTEM 
ACHIEVEHENT/PERFORMANCe/CONTEXT DATA: 



STUDENTS AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEli SPRING 1984 
STUDENTS GAINING ONE OR MORE YEARS IN 1983-84 
"STUDtNTS HtfetfrlG/^XCEEOlNG RO§E PftEOtCtlOf^ \U 1983-84 

MATH 
READING 

IT3nR«m!NeTAB5 d&j^CTtVESt SPftlNG 1 

MATH 
READING 



RANK OUT 
OF 60 


SCHOOL 
X 


AISD 
EL 


35 


50.7 


57.0 




47. t 


. 92.3 


35 


47.6 


49.2 


29 


_48.5 


48.7 


51 


75*0 


8047 


40 


82«4 


84.6 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM 

ITCHTEVEHERr/PWFOmNCE/CONTEXT DATA: RANK OUr^-SCHOat AISD' 

OF 60 t EL 

NdNMINdftlTY 5TU06NTS, (JCTdfitR 1^64 U 30. Z 4^.3 

AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE IN 1983-84 39 93.7 94.0 

STUDENTS NOT DISCIPLINF.O IN 1983-64 1 100.0 97.7 

JTUOtNTrnOT'TtlG. FOR rR6C/REDUCED PRICE HCAL"l«3-«<~ 36 ^i.T~ 55.0" 

STUDENTS NOT LEP> OCTOBER 1984 39 9^.4 93.5 

STUOFNiS NOT IN SPECIAL EDUCATION IN 1983-84 13 9246 90.4 

STUffENfS ROT \H A COMPEMSAtdft? Ed. MoUrAH tM'l^U^-Si ~ 15 ~ 89.1 " 75.2 

STUDENTS NOT REASSIGNED IN 1963-84 I 100.0 84.1 

STUDENTS ENROLLED FOR THE EMTIRE SCHOOL YEAR IN 1983-84 36 80.1 80.7 

PUPILS PER TMCHFR l« 47 25.3 23*^' 

STUDENTS PROMOTEDt 1983-64 34 96.5 96.6 
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Attachment A-4 
(Page 2 of 2) 



♦ 

SCHtJTl CHARACTERISTICS FJLE — "INFO** SCREEN ~ LISTED BY SCHOOL ~ AS OF 0^/25/85: 



PROG: OM-INFPT-Ol-ai 



I 

' AUSTIN ^NDtPENOENT SCHOOL DISTRICT MANAGEMENT lNf=ORMATI0M SYSt^M 

ACHIEVEHENT/PERFORHANCE/CONTEXT OATAj RANK CUT SCHOOL AISO 

OF 10 X JR 



STUDENTS AT OR A80VE GRADE LEVELt SPRING 1984 6 36.8 56.9 

STUDENTS GAINING ONE OR MORE YEARS IN 1983«8^ 9 55*8 60.5 
5TU0INTS HCETINft/EXCEEOING ROSE PREDICTION IN 

HATH ^ 54.1 52.7 

READING 10 46.8 51.6 



AUSTIN iNDEPtNDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM _ 
"XCHIEVERINT/PCRPORRANCE/CONTEXT OATAi RANR'OOT ' SCHOOL AISO 





OF 10 


% 


JR 


HONMINdRJtV STUDENTSf 0Ct08ER 1984 


'4 


' 55.(3 


52.8 


AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE IN 1983-84 


8 


92.0 


93.0 


STUDENTS NOT DISCIPLINED IN 1983*84 


9 


78.2 


85.8 


■'5TUDERT5 TTOT ElIGo FOR FREE/REOUCEO PRICE HEAL 1983-84 


6 " ^ 


'^"64.0 


68.0 


STUDENTS NOT LEP» OCTOBER 1984 


4 


97*9 


97.0 


STUDENTS NOT IN SPECIAL EDUCATION IN 1983-84 


8 


88.2 


88.8 


* STUoENf S Not IN A COMPtNSATORY ED. PROGRAM IN l983-d4 


id 


5.6 


^2.5 


STUDENTS NOT REASSIGNED IN 1983-84 


9 


49.8 


73.9 


STUDENTS ENROLLED FOR THE ENTIRE SCHOOL YEAR IN 1983-84 


10 


85.3 


88.8 


PUPILS PER TEACHER IN 1983-84 


10 


25.1 


23.6 


STUDENTS NOT FAILING ANY COURSES fN 1983-84 


6 


75.5 


75.0 


STUDENTS NOT FAILING ANY COURSES* MOST RECENT SIX-HEEKS 


7 


57.3 


59.5 


StUOENTS FROMOTEOf 1983-84 


I 


98.5 


^7.0 
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Hard Copy Examples of the 
003 Achi evsment/Performance/Context 

Data by Characteristic: 
INFO Screens 



<^3 
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SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS FILE ~ "INFU** SCRFEN IISTED BY CHARACTERISTIC ~ AS OF 

HENU FOR SCREEN 6o5> 003' FOR SELECTION OF CHARACTERISTIC OESiRED: . ' 



JCHIEVEHENT/PERFORHANCE/CONTEXT DATA — * SORTED CHARACTERISTIC 

NOTE - THIS MENU CONSISTS OF 2 SCREENS. 

ENTER «FWn« TO SEE THE REST OF THE SUBJECT SELECTIONS. 

TO SELttf THt SUBJECT 0£SiR£Ot EflTER THE 3 DIGIT SUdJCCT WDE* 



SUBJECT 



I 



STUDENTS AT OR ABOVE CRAOE LEVEL* SPRING 1984 
STUDENTS GAINING ONE OR HORE YEARS IN 1983-84 
nSYUDlNTS MEET INC/EXCE^DING MU PftEOlCtlON IN l9aS«D^ 
STUDENTS HEETING/EXCEEDING ROSE PREDICTION Ifl 1963-84 
STUDENTS MASTERING TABS OBJECTlVESt SPRING 1984 
SfUd^NfS HASTERlNfi tABS DBJECtiVESt SPftINC l9H 
NONNINORITY STUDENTS* OCTOBER 1984 
AVERAGE OAlLY ATTENDANCE IN 1983-84 

STUDENTS NOT DISCIPLINED IN 1983-84 

STUDENTS NOT ELIG. FOR FREE/REDUCED PRICE HeAL 1983-84 

STUDENTS NOT LEP* OCTOBER 1984 
STUDENTS NOT IN SPECIAL EDUCATION IN 1983-84 



"HAYH * 
READING 
HATH 
REAdlNG 



SUBJECT CODE 

002 
003 

00^ 

005 
006 

008 
009 
010 

oil 

012 
013 



PAGEl 001 

PROGtOW-INF53-Ol-Ol 



00 



ACHIEVEKENT/PEftF<iRHANCE/CtiNYEXt DATA — SORTED BY CHAf^ACYEklSTIC 
NOTE :-,]rHSS KENU CONSISTS OF 2 SCREENS. 

TO SELECT THE SUBJECT DESIREDt ENTER THE 3 DIGIT SUBJECT CODE* 
' SUBJECT SUBJECT CODE 



STUDENTS NOT IN A COMPENSATORY ED. PROGRAM IN 1983-84 
STUDENTS NOT REASSIGNED IN 1983-84 
STUDENTS ENROLLED FOR ENTIRE SCHOOL YEAR IN 1983-84 

PUPILS PER TEACHER IN 1983-84 
STUDENTS NOT FAILING ANY COURSES IN 1983-84 
STUDENTS NOT FAILING ANY COURSESi MOST RECENT SIX-WEEKS 
STUDENTS NOT DROPPING OUT IN 1983-84 

GRADUATES ATTENDING COLLEGE 

GRADUATES MEETING COMPETENCY IN BOTH AREASt 1983-84 

STUDENTS PROMQTEDi 1983-84 



014 
015 
016 
01? 
018 
019 
020 
021 
022 
023 



•O rt- 

a> o 



o 3 

-t> r+ 

CO 3> 
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SCIfOOL CHARACI ERISTICS FILE ~ "INFO** SCREEN ~ LISTED BV CHARACTFR I ST IC — AS Of 04/25/85: PAGEj 006 

. : PftOGtOW«INF53-0l-Ol 



00 

4^ 



ro 
ro 



ro 
o 



26 

erJc 



ACHIEVEHENT/PERFORNANCE/ CONTEXT DATA - LISTED 8Y CHARACTERISTIC ELEMENTARY 
StUOENTS At OA ABOVt GftADE LEVtL, %Pf(\HG l^BA • Alio PCt - $1.0 



RANK 


SCHOOL NAME 


PCT 


RANK 


SCHOOL NAME 


PCT 


1 


HILL 




15 


mVtS HEIGHTS 


63.3 




DOSS 


69.2 


17 


BRENTWOOD 


62.7 


3 


SUMMIT T 


82.1 


16 


BARTON HILLS 


6t.6 




LEE 


76.3 


19 


jn&LiN 


66.4 


5 


DAK HILL 


76.6 


20 


NOOTEN 


60.3 


6 


PILLOW 


76.1 


21 


ZILKFR 


60.1 


? 


BMYK6M Moiii 




22 


hORMAN ~* 




a 


MATHEMS 


72.0 


23 


HIGHLAND PARK 


59.5 


9 


WILLIAMS 


7U9 


24 


DOOM 


•59»0 




Pease 


70.9 


Zt 


St. ELMO 


56.9 


u 


PLEASANT HILL 


69.9 


26 


REILLY 


56.1 




MENCHACA 


67.5 


27 


HOUSTON 


56.0 


A3 - 


SUNSET VALLEY ' 


66.3 




LANflfORO 


55.5 


14 


CULLETT 


64*3 


29 


LINDER 


55.4 


19 


CUNNINGHAM 


63.3 


30 


SANCHEZ 


54.7 



ACHIEVEHENT/PERFORMANCE/CONTEXT DATA - LISTED BY CHARACTERISTIC * ELEMENTARY 

57a0 







STUDENTS AT 


OR ABOVE GRADE 


LEVELt 


SPRING 1984 ^ 


Also PCT 




RANK 


SCHOOL NAME 


PCT 
























31 


BROWN 


?4.4 


46 


BARRINoTON 


45.5 




32 


WEBB 


53.1 


47 


BLACKSHEAR 


45.2 




S3 


llEAD 


52.3 


Ad 


CRAHAM 


45.6 




34 


ORTEGA 


50.9 


49 


CAS IS 


• 44.9 




35 


ANDREWS 


50.7 


50 


COOK 


44.8 




" 36" 


BROOKE 


' 50.4 


51 


2AVALA 


44.2 




37 


ALLAN 


49.1 


52 


HARRIS 


43.6 




36 


MAPLEWOOD 


4P.7 


93 


BLANTON 


43.5 




39 


PECAN St»RlNGS 


48.3 


54 


COVALLE 


43.1 




40 


ALLISON 


47.8 


59 


BECKER 


42.8 




41 


OAK SPRINGS 


47.7 


56 


ROSEWOOD 


42.7 




^2 - 


SIMS 


" 47.4 


57 


RIDGETOP 


42.1 




43 


WINN 


46.6 


5Q 


WOOLDRtOGE 


39.9 




44 


METZ 


46.6 


59 


CAMPBELL 


39.0 




" 45 


DAWSON 


45.9 


60 


WALNUT CREEK 


32.7 



27 



m o 

ro 3 
n> 
o 3 

cn 



SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS FItE — "INFO^ SCREEN ~ L ISTEO BY CHARAC TCRI STIC — AS OF 04/25/85: PACEi 003 

I>ROCIOM-INF53-Ol-Ol 



ACHtEVEHENT/PERFORHANCE/COHTEXT DATA LISTEO BY CHARACTERISTIC ^ HIGH SCHOOL 

SlUOtHU AT Dft AflOv£ CRAOE LEVa, 5?filHi5 m^ '^ IfSo i 56.5 
RANK SCHOOL NAHE PCT . . RANK SCHQUL NAME . PCT 



I — AiiSTIH. ' ' 65. § " 

2 MCCALLUH 58. i 

3 AN0ERS0f4 56.6 

***«(ickttf ^ ■■ ~ 

5 JOHNSTON 40.6 

6 REACAN 48.0 

1 "UNIM *5.4 . 

ft TRAVIS 4U5 ROBblMs ^84^ 

4^_l..B.J» 36*6 _ _ 




ERIC 



ACH|feV£HENT/PERFORHAI CC/COHTEXT DATA - tt^TEO ftV fMARACTERl JtIC - JUNIOR HtCH 





STUDENTS AT 


OR ABOVE 


RANK 


SCHOOL NAHE 


PCT 


1 


0» HENRY 


64.1 


z 


PORTER 


64.0 




LaHAr 


66.2 


4 


BEDICHEK 


59.7 


5 


MARTIN 


59.1 




BURNET ~* 


U.B 


7 


NURCHISON 


54*3 


8 


DOB IE 


52.8 




NLHdRE 




10 


PEARCE 


44.4 



4. 

ai Cl- 
io &» 
rD o 

IT 

n> 
o 3 

tn 
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Beginner's Guide to Using lUFO 
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Attachment A-6 
(Page 1 of 4) 



BEGINNER* S GUIDE TO USING INFO 
October 3, 1984 





IHFUT 



YOU 

1. Pall out knob on 
of the terminal. 



CRT (Display) 

left aide I- After a brief pause, a 

little line will appear 
at top left corner of 
the screen (called 
"cursor" ) . 



T ype in ; CSSN and hit 

ri *nterl , located at 

1 ewer r" i nht -hand corner of 

keyboard. 



2. Light briefly will come 
on next to "INPUT 
INHIBITED" on right 

side of screen. It 
goes off, and light by 
"SYSTEMS AVAILABLE" 
comes on while screen 
displays: 

CICS/VS SIGNON - ENTER PER- 
SONAL DETAILS (one line) 



Type in: and 

hit the \ ^ \ key on right side 
of the keyboard. 



*4. Type in : and hit 

lenterJ (ignore the line 
that says "NEW PASSWORD") 



3. 



NAME: 

(cursor moves as letters 
appear) 

PASSWORD: 

(cursor moves, nothing 
shows on screen) 

(INPUT INHIBITED light 
comes on briefly, then:) 



(time) SIGN - 



BFH3504I _ 

ON IS COMPLETE 

(SYSTEMS AVAILABLE 
light comes on) 



STQRT HERE IF SOMEONE HAS A t RPQDV LOGHPn IN 
5. Type in INFO and hit 4. 



Type in 
Renter t . 



Letters "INFO" replace 
first four which wer& 
on the screen; when you 
hit enter, the INPUT 
INHIBITED light is 
triggered. 



♦This information is missing from handout for security reasons. 
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Attachment A-6 
CPage 2 of 4) 



YQU 



CRT (Display) 

When the SYSTEMS 
nvniLABLE light comes 
on, the screen will 
show: 

fiUSTiN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 
DISTRICT MnNPGEMENT INFOR- 
MATION SYSTEM (one line) 



001 


PAYROLL 


002 


PERSONNEL 


003 


STUDENT 


004 


PLANNING 


005 


RESEARCH AND EVAL- 




UATION 



ENTER A THREE DIGIT CODE OF 
INTEREST, PRESS ENTER. TO 
END, PRESS CLEAR. 

ACTION CODE: 



Choose one of the five 
categories shown on the 
screen <at present, only 
003 and 005 contain infor- 
mation). Type in the 
number and hit I enter | . 



5. The screen will 
temporarily go blank, with 
the INPUT INHIBITED light 
on, and then it will display 
a second selection list (all 
choices being within that 
broad category). At the 
bottom of the screen is this 
message: 

ENTER THREE DIGIT CODE FOR 
SPECIFIC REPORT, PRESS 
ENTER. PRESS CLEAR TO END. 



ACTION CODE 



7. You will choose one of the 
subcategories to examine; type 
in the c orrespo nd i ng number 
and hit \ enter}. 



6. The screen will go blank 
again while the INPUT INHI- 
BITED light is on; then the 
SYSTEMS AVAILABLE light 
comes on with the first 
"screen" of informat ion. 
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Attachment A-6 
(Page 3 of 4) 



YQU 



CRT (Display) 



rtt tne bottom of the screen 
are more instructions! 

ENTER FWD TO BROWSE FORWPRD, 
BUD TO BROWSE BPCKWPRD. 
PRESS CLEPR TO END. 

POTION CODE 



8» You may move forward <like 
paging through a book) to see 
more information by typing in 
FWD and flitting the jentert key. 

OR, 

You can type in the ID number 
(see attached list) for a 
particular school that you 
want to kno w more about, and 
hit Lenterl . 



7. The CRT will display the 
next screen of information. 



a. The computer will sort 
through all the screens, find 
the one you are interested 
in, and display it on the 
screen with the same message 
at the bottom of it. 



AND, 

You may go back to the pre- 
vious "page" or screen of infor- 
mation b y typin g BWD and 
hitting [enter}. 



So The computer will flip 
back to the previous screen 
and display that, with the 
same message as always at 
the bottom of it. 



IF THERE IS NO PRIOR SCREEN 
and you entered the action code 
BWD, you may anticipate that 
the computer will default back 
to the same screen and ask you 
to make a choice again. 

IF THERE IS NO NEXT SCREEN, 
the computer will come back 

with a message to that effect 

and ask you to make another 
choice, at which point you may 
wish to quit using INFO. 

WHEN YOU HQVE OBTPINED THE INFOR- 
WQTION YQU NEED or are txred and 
uish to leave the terminal. 



10. 



9. Press the tCLEQRj key at the 
upper left-hand corner of the 
keyboard. 



THIS SELECTION NOT 
«V«ILABLE «T THIS TIME 



11. 



INFO TERMINRTED BY 
OPERPTDR-TO REUFE PRESS 
ENTER 
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YOU 



CRT (Display) 



10. If you wish to ta ke anot her 
look at INFO, hit the I enter \ 
key onco again and loop back 
through these steps, starting 
at step #6. 



12. Computer will return to 
main selection list 
again. 



11. If you wish to leave the 
terminal , then type in CSSF and 
hit the i enter I key. 



13. Computer screen will 
show: 



DFH3506I (time) 
SIGN-OFF IS COMPLETE 



12. Push the knob on the left 
side of the CRT in, thereby 
turning the machine off. 
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SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS AND SCE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS 



Purpose 

A sample of State Compensatory Education (SCE) teachers was included in 
the fall 1984 District Survey. Information from this survey, plus 
information generated from the Teacher Service File (Appendix C) and the 
1984 and 1985 Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) Files was used to provide 
some of the iiformation relevant to the following decision and evaluation 
questions: 

Decision Question Dl : If SCE is refunded for 1985-86, should the 
Elementary Instructional Component be continued as is, modified, or 
discontinued? 

Evaluation Question Dl-4: Were the achievement gains 
realized by low-achieving students served by SCE teachers 
greater than the achievement gains predicted for those 
students? 

Evaluation Question Dl-5: Which schools showed tne greatest 
achievement gains by the students served by SCE teachers? 

Evaluation Question Dl-6: What teaching modes and structures 
were used by the SCE teachers? Which were used by the 
schools with the greatest achievement gains by SCE-served 
students? 

Evaluation Question Dl-7: Did SCE teachers teach reading, 
language arts, and mathematics? In what proportion? 

Evaluation Question Dl-8: What were the coordination efforts 
directed specifically to SCE teachers? 

Evaluation Question Dl-9: How did SCE students' achievement 
gains compare with Chapter 1 students* and Migrant students' 
achievement gains? 



Procedure 

Several questions were included in the fall 1985 District Teacher/ 
Administrator Survey (see Systemwide Evaluation: 1984-85 Technical Report , 
ORE Publication No. 84.20, Vol. II) to obtain descriptions of the teaching 
modes and structures used by SCE teachers, and the reasons they were used 
(Attachment B-1), Surveys were sent to SCE elementary teachers in 
November, Analyses were run December 5* 
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In order to determine the ranking of schools with SCE teachers by average 
achievement gains, in addition to predicted versus actual gains, the 
Teacher Service File and the 1984 and 1985 ITBS Files were matched (ORE 
program SC-SCEEF-01-01) . 

Data Ana1:yses 

The analysis used to generate the ROSE Report (ORE Publication No. 84. Q) 
provided a predicted ITBS score for each student; those served by SCE 
teachers were selected from the 1984 and 1985 ITBS files (file name 
ESWITL02) and their actual and predicted performances were compared. 

Two different rankings were used. The first was based on the number of 
instances in which low-achieving students served by an SCE teacher gained 
at least .05 grade equivalent (GE) more than low-achieving students not 
served by SCE teachers (See Attachment B-2) . The second ranking method 
was based on the size of the differences in gain between low-achieving 
students served/not served by the SCE teacher in the same school /grade/ 
subject (see Attachment B-3). A third ranking metnod based on the ROSE- 
type analysis, examining the size of differences between actual and 
predicted achievement of students served by SCE teachers, is desirable. 
However, the numbers of students are too small to provide any useful 
comparisons at the school, level . Therefore, this analysis was conducted 
by grade for all SCE-served students served/not served by SCE teachers. 
Results for this analysis appear in Figure B-1. 

Finally, responses to the teachers' survey were tabulated and a general 
description of SCE instructional delivery was produced and compared with 
that for Chapter 1 and Migrant instructional programs. These results 
appear in Figure B-5. 



Results 



Evaluation Question pi-4; Were the achievement gains realized by 
low-achieving students served by SCE teachers greater than the achievement 
gains predicted for those students? 

Figure B-1 shows the ROSE report for all SCE-served students. The 
discrepancy score is the difference between the expected and the actual 
scores, no discrepancy score means the score obtained was the predicted 
score. 



ERIC 



Grade 


Discrepancy Score (n) 


1 


m 


2 


-0.01 (59) 


■>. 


-0.03 (71) 


4 


0.07 (51) 


5 


-0.11 (69) 


6 


0.02 (40) 



ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF SCE-SERVED STUDENTS BY GRADE. 
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As can be cccn from this analysis, on the average, SCE-served students in 
grades 4 and 6 made greater gains than those predicted for them. 

Evaluation Question Dl-5 : Which schools showed the greatest achievement 
gains by the students served by SCE teachers? 

The two ranking methods are summarized below (see Figure B-2). Schools 
are referred to by a code letter. At the time of this report each school 
was assigned a confidential code letter. The list of letters is on file 
at ORE and only principals of each respective school and SCE coordinators 
and administrators may be granted access to the file. 



RANKING #1 


RANKING #2 


.05 GE advantage, 
for SCE served 


average GE 
difference (served/not) 


Pro- 
Rank School Portion 


6E 

Rank School Difference 


1 D 100% 

2 A 83% 

3 J 69% 

4 K 66% 

5 H 60% 

6 B 50% 
6 C 50% 
6 E 50% 
6 G 50% 

10 I 40% 

11 F 33% 


1 C .372 

2 0 .338 

3 A .324 

4 J .067 

5 E .063 

6 G .055 

7 H .035 

8 K .023 

9 B .017 

10 I -.030 

11 F -.070 



Figure B-2. SUMMARY OF RANKING METHODS TO SHOW 

ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF STUDENTS BY SCHOOL. 



Caution must be exercised when making decisions based on these rankings 
because of the small and unequal number of students served at each 
campus* Comparison?^ also need to be made with caution because each 
program focused on Different combinations of grade levels and subjects. 

Although not specifically addressed as an evaluation question, another 
piece of information is contained within this set of analyses that 
deserves notice. Figure B-3 on the following page summarizes the average 
total gain differences between SCE-served and non-served stuaents by grade 
level and subject area. 

As can be seen, SCE-served students gained more than non-served in reading 
across all grades; first and secvind grade SCE-served gained more than non- 
served in language; and fourth and fifth grade SCE-served gained more in 
mathematics than non-served SCE students. 
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GAINS 




uKMUu 




n 
K 


LA 


M * 


1 


Served 


.98 


.97 


.50 




nU l# OCl V cu 


Aft 


Q1 
.71 


• OO 




Served 


.77 


.91 


.74 




Not-Served 


.72 


.77 


.87 


3 


Served 




1.15 






Not-Served 


.80 


1.17 




4 


Served 


.84 


.51 


1.27 




Not-Served 


.77 


.62 


.70 


5 


Served 


.74 


.54 


1.30 




Not-Served 


.73 


.59 


.74 


6 


Served 


.93 


.73 






Not-Served 


.82 


.90 





ing, LA = Language Arts, M = Mathematics 

Figure B-3. AVERAGE ITBS GAINS: SCE-SERVEO VERSUS 
SCE ELIGIBLE, NON-SERVED, OISTRICTlilDE 



Although a two-tailed t-test revealed that in general, the mean gain 
scores were not significantly different for the SCE-served versus the SCE 
non-served students, t-tests did reveal an interesting and noteworthy 
trend. Figure B-4 below provides data that show six instances of the 
average SCE-served students in a particular grade scoring significantly 
lower than their non-served age mates on a subscale of the 1984 ITBS. 
However, in three of these instances, the SCE-served students were not 
scoring significantly differently than their peers on the 1985 ITBS. 
These results must again be viewed with caution, but the general trend 
seems to indicate that SCE-served students are moving toward catching up. 



Grade 


ITBS (Subscale)* 


Not-Served 


Served 


T 


1 Tailed 
Prob . 




1984 (k) 


1.6100 


1.2987 


2.52 


.0125 




1985 (R) 


2.3263 


2.1050 


1.36 


.0970 


3 


1984 (R) 


2.3571 


1.8867 


4.10 


.0000 




1985 (R) 


3.2014 


2.8167 


2.89 


.0070 




1984 (L/A) 


2.3171 


2.0544 


1.99 


.0375 




1985 (L/A) 


3.5857 


3.3089 


1.46 


.0835 


4 


1984 (R) 


3.1500 


2.5729 


5.44 


.0000 




1985 (R) 


3.9171 


3.5543 


2.28 


.0230 




1984 (L/A) 


3.6986 


3.2071 


3.46 


.0030 




1985 (L/A) 


4.4114 


3.9771 


1.45 


.0895 


5 


1984 (R) 


3.7817 


3.3217 


3.45 


.0030 




1985 (L/A) 


4.4417 


4.0917 


1.98 


.0375 


*R = Reading, l/A = Language Arts, M = Mathematics. 



Figure B-4: T-TESTS FOR SELECTED 1984 ANO' 1985 ITBS SCORES, SCE-SERVEO 
VERSUS NON-SERVEO. 
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Evaluation Question ai-6: What teaching modes and structures were used by 
the SCE teachers? SnTich were used by the schools with the greatest 
achievement gains by SCE-served students? 

Of the ten SCE teachers responding to the teacher survey, nine reported 
that SCE instruction was given in a location separate from the regular 
classroom setting. Teacher preference and space considerations were most 
often cited as reasons for this "pull-out" format. Eight of the ten 
teachers reported tiiat they function as a supplementary teacher for 
SCE-served students, as opposed to a primary teacher. 

Eva1Ui;tion Qtjsstion Dl-7: Do SCE teachers teach reading, language arts, 
and mathematics? In what proportion? 

As can be seen in Figure C-I, SCE teachers served students in both 
reading/ language arts and mathematics. Reading/language arts contacts 
constituted 93% of l.e total number of contacts for reading/ language arts 
and mathematics combined. As is pointed out in the above Evaluation 
Question Dl-6, t^:a SCE teachers most often act as supplementary teacht. s 
in reading/1 aiig iage arts and/or mathematics. 

Evaluation Question Dl-8: What were the coordination efforts directed 
specifically to SCE teachers? 

Nine SCE teachers answered question number 93 concerning satisfaction with 
coordination between the SCE program and the regular instructional 
program. Of these nine respondents, five "strongly agreed" and four 
"agreed" that they were satisfied with coordination efforts. 

Ev aluation Question Dl-^ : How did SCE students' achievement gains compare 
with Chapter 1 students' and Migrant students' achievement gains. 
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COHPENSATORY HAINS COMPARISON 
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Figure B-5: COMPARISON OF ACHIEVEMENT GAINS FOR SCE-SERVEO 
STUDENTS AND OTHER COMPENSATORY STUDENTS. 



Figure B-5 graphs the percent of students who gained a month or more in 
grade equivalents by compensatory program and grade. As can be noted, the 
patterns for the programs are very similar. A one-way analysis of 
variance showed that the discrepancy scores for these groups are not 
significantly different than each other. 
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Attachment B-1 
(Page 1 of 2) 



Teacher Survey Questions for SCE Teachers 



Question 89: Where do students receiving compensatory instruction meet 
with the compensatory teacher? 

A. In the classroom where a regular teacher is teaching other 
students, or 

B. In a separate location. 



Question 90: What considerations led to choosing this arrangement? 

A. Class size 

B. Space 

C. Teacher preference 

D. Class schedules 

E. Other reasons 

F. Don't know 



Question 91: How do you, the SCE teacher, function? • 

A, As the primary Reading and/or Math teacher for SCE-served 
students, or 

B. As a supplementary teacher for compensatory-served students. 



Question 92: How often do you hold planning meetings with classroom 
teachers? 

A. More than once a week, 

B. Once a week, 

C. Every two weeks, 
0. Once a month, 

E. Irregularly, less than once a month, or 

F. I don't know. 



Question 93: I am satisfied with the amount of coordination on my campus 
between the compensatory program and the regu''^ instructional program 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

C. Neutral 
0. Disagree 

E. Strongly disagre^i 

F. Don't know/not applicable 
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Attachment B-1 
(Page 2 of 2) 



The possible responses for questions 94-99, in reference to the general 
question: Uhich teacher (regular or compensatory) does the above 
provides the service for students receiving compensatory services:" were 
posted on the following scale: 



Question 94: Determines report card grades in area(s) with compensatory 
education. 



Question 95: Selects materials for compensatory teacher to address. 



Question 96: Selects skills for compensatory teachers to address. 



Question 97: Explain instruction in parent conferences. 



Question 98: Write plans and lessons for ^compensatory teachers. 



Compensatory 
teacher 



Mostly 
compensatory 
teacher 



Both 
teachers 
equally 



Mostly 
classroom 
teacher 



Classroom 
teacher 
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H = Mathenwtit.a 



SCE School Ranking #1 



Schools are ranked on the proportion of instances in which low-achieving students served by SCE 
teachers gained at least .05 GE more than low-achieving students not served by an SCE teacher in 
the same school/grade/subject. 
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H » Mathematics SCE School Ranking #2 



Schools are ranked on the average GE difference between low-achieving children served by SCC 
teachers and not served by SCE teachers in the same school/grade/ subject. 
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TEACHER SERVICE REPORT 



Purpose 

The State Compensatory Education (SCE) Elementary Teacher Service Report 
for 1984-85 provided information relevant to the following decision and 
evaluation questions: 

Decision Question Dl: If. SCE is refunded for 1985-86, should the 
Elementary Instructional Component be continued as is, modified, or 
discontinued? 

Evaluation Question Dl-1: How many students were served by 
SCE teachers? What percentage of low-achieving students 
actually were served by SCE elementary teachers at schoois 
with SCE teachers? 

Evaluation Question Dl-2: What percentage of low-achieving 
LEP students at schools with SCE teachers were served by a 
bilingually certified teacher? 

Evaluation Question Dl-3: Did SCE teachers serve oetween 
40-50 students? 

Evaluation Question Dl-4: Were the achievement gains realized 
by low-achieving students served by SCE teachers greater than 
the achievement gains predicted for those students? 

Evaluation Question Dl-5: Which schools showed the greatest 
achievement gains by the students served by SCE teachers? 

Evaluation Question Dl-6: What teaching modes and structures 
were used by the schools with the greatest achievement gains 
by SCE-served students? 

Evaluation Question Dl-7: Did SCE teachers teach reading, 
language arts, and mathematics? In what proportion? 



E valuation Question Dl-9: How did SCE students' achievement 
gains compare with Chapter 1 students' and Migrant students* 
achievement gains? 
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Procedure 

Data Collection 

In August 1984, ORE generated a three-part print out listing all of the 
students in schools with SCE teachers. The first part included all the 
low-achieving students (i.e., all students with a 1984 ITBS score that was 
at or below the 30th percentile in reading, language arts, and/or 
mathematics). The second part of the listing included all the students 
whose ITBS scores were above the 30th percentile, while the third part 
included all students without 1984 ITBS scores. A space was provided for 
the teacher to indicate whether a student was served for reading/language 
arts and/or mathematics, whether a placement instrument was used, and f e 
score(s) if available (see Attachment C-1). 

Each of the sixteen SCE teachers (see Attachment C-2) received the listing 
of students during the last week of August. It was accompanied by a 
memorandum (Attachment C-3) instructing them how to use the list to 
determine the students to be served, and how to keep the records for the 
final evaluation. 

In February, the SCE service records were retrieved through a memorandum 
(Attachment C-4) requesting all the SCE teachers to update their service 
records and return the updated listing to ORE by February 15, 1985. The 
data from the print out listings were key- punched to create the SCE 
"ELE-85" file (format shown in Attachment C-5). 

Data Analyses 

Frequency counts were obtained from the elementary teachers' service file 
(ELE-85), the Student Master File, the LANG file, and the personnel 
records of bilingual certification. The number of students serveo ^or 
reading, U:;v^^.;e arts, and mathematics for each grade level was 
determined. The numbers of limited-English-proficient students at each 
campus, and the availability of bil ingually-certif ied teachers also were 
obtained. 



Results 

Evaluation Question Dl-1: How many students were served by SCE teachers? 
What percentage of low-achieving students were actually served by SCE 
elementary teachers at schools with SCE teachers? 

The number of low-achieving students (those who performed below the 31st 
percentile in reading or math on the 1984 ITBS) enrolled in graces 1-6 in 
schools with SCE teachers was estimated to be 1738 (student mobility may 
make this figure fluctuate during the year). Out of those identified 
students: 23,4% were served by SCE teachers for reading/ language arts 
and/ or mathematics. 




84.22 



• 387 students with scores below the 31st percentile in reading/ 
language arts were served. This represents 27.5% of the 
identified students. 

• 26 students with scores below the 31st percentile in mathematics 
were served. This represents 2.3% of the identified students. 

it is important to be mindful that although only 23.4% of low-achieving 
students in schools with SCE teachers were served by SCE teachers, the 
other low achievers could have been served by other compensatory programs 
in the District (see the Overlap Study . ORE publication 84.1). 

Evaluation Question Dl-2: What percentage of low-achieving LEP students 
at schools with SCE teachers were served by a bil ingually-certified SCE 
teacher? 

• 23 (Spanish) LEP students were identified in elementary schools or 
grade levels without a bil ingually-certified teacher. 

• 10 of these 23 students were SCE eligible, but none of these 10 
students were at schools served either by SCE or SCE 
bilingually-certified teachers. 

t The two SCE bilingually certified teachers did not serve any . 
students in schools or grades without a bilingually- certified 
teacher available. 

• 10 LEP students (regardless of having access to another 
bilingually-certified teacher at their school and grade) who were 
identified as low-achievers in schools with bilingually-certified 
SCE teachers were served. 

When reviewing these findings, however, it is important to note that the 
SCE teachers with bilingual certification were not hired for the express 
purpose of providing bilingual instruction. 

Evaluation Question Dl-3; Did SCE teachers serve between 40-50 students? 

On the average, SCE teachers served 30 students each. The following 
figure nresents the number of students identified and served, by school, 
in each' subject area (Reading, /Language Arts and/or Mathematics). Notice 
that Cook, Houston, and Langford each have two full-time SCE teachers. 
Highland Park, Langford (in addition to the two full-time teachers), and 
Webb each have a half-time SCE teacher. 
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64 


0 


no 
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91 


12 


84 


21 
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27 
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19 
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0 
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19 


Total 


1405 


387 


1144 


26 


1/38 
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Average* 


102.9 


28.4 


83.8 


1.9 


127.3 


29.8 


R/LA: Reading and/or Language Arts 












IDENT: Identified low-achieving students 










Bil.: Bil ingually-certif ied teacher 












*Averages are based on 13.65 F.T.E. teachers. 









Figure C-1: SUMMARY OF NUMBERS OF SCE STUDENTS IDENTIFIED AUD SERVED, BY 
SCHOOL IN READING/ LANGUAGE ARTS AND/OR MATH 
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Attachment C-2 



SCHOOLS WITH SCE TEACHERS 



School 
Barrington 
Casis 

Cook 

Highland Park 
Houston 

Joslin 
Langford 

Reilly 

Sunset Valley 
Travis Heights 
Webb 



1984-1985 

Name of Teachers 

Kay Monzingo 

Joan Smith 
Ysabel Pena (,50) 

Diane Hernandez 
Hilda Baker 

Anne Gray(,50) 

Naomi Galloway 
Deborah Shaffer 

Linda Donovan 

Ofel ia He^-nandez ( ,50) 
Barbara Williams 
Ruth Porter 

Marilyn Jones 

Mai inda Walker 

Susan Ronberg Marek 

Sylvia Lomas ( .50) 



Certified 
ESL 
ESL 



ESL 



Bilingually 



ESL 
Bilingually 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



Attachment C-3 
(Page 1 of 2) 



August 27, 1984 



TO: 



SCE Teachers, Principals, and Instructional Coordinators 



FROM: 



Maria Defino, SCE Evaluator 



SUBJECT: Student Eligibility 



Enclosed is che SCE STUDENT ELIGIBILI* Y PACKAGE for your school. The package 
contains three printouts; each one has a different heading: 

1. The Following Students Are ELIGIBLE FOR SCE Instructional 
Services Based Upon Available ITBS Scores. 

2. The Following Students Are NOT ELIGIBLE FOR SCE Instructional 
Services Based Upon Available ITBS Scores. 

3. The Eligibility of the Following Students for SCE Instructional 
Services is UNKNOWN (No Scores Available). 

The eligible student section includes, in reading percentile ascending order, all 
the students in your school who scored at or below the 30th percentile in reading, 
language arts, or math. The printout shows Reading Total percentile (RT Zile) , 
Language Total percentile (LT Zile),*and Math Total percentile (MT Zile) for each 
student. Reading and language arts are conbined in "R/LA SCE Eligibility." The 
printout indicates "SCE" if the sti-dent is.* eligible for R/U, for MATH, or for both. 
If the space under either R/LA or dkTB SCE Eligibility is blank, it means there 
are no ITBS scores available for determining eligibility and other criteria should 
be used>* 

The right side of the printout provides space for you to indicate which students 
are served on a regular basis. If an instrumant was used for placement* and/or 
end-of -program assessment, indicate instrument and score in the appropriate column. 
Bilingually certified SCE teachers should indicate in the last column which students 
served are limited English proficient (LEP categories A and B). This column is also 
for all SCE teachers to indicate any unusual circumstances that would significantly 
affect a student's achievement (e.g., prolonged absence,. The originals will be 
sent to ORE in February 1985. 

Scudents suspected to be SCE eligible (i.e., poor school performance) and who are 
not in the ELIGIBLE FOR SCE printout should be located in either of the other cwo 
printouts. If the student is transferring in from another school in AISD, look 
for his/her scores in the microfiche enclosed. If the student is not found (new 
to the District) or is in the UNKNOWN eligibility printout, testing and placement 
should be done by the school.* 

*For those students for whom testing and placement are required, we recommend che 
followmi; procedure* which is used successfully bv che Chapcer I Pro\;ram» 



ERLC 



C-9 

58 



84.22 



Attachment C-3 
(Page 2 of 2) 



OPTIONAL IDENTIFICATION PROCEDURES 

!• Make u list of students who are enrolled, appear to be lew achievers, and are 
not in the ELIGIBLE or NOT ELIGIBLE lists. 

2. Students 1^ grades 2-6 who do not have scores on aither the printout, the 
microfiche, or their folder from a previous district, could be tested with the 
proper test. 

Grade Test 

K TOBE-2 Level K 

1 CAT Level 11 

2 CAT Level 12 

3 CAT Level 13 

4 CAT Level 14 

5 CAT Level 15 

6 CAT Level 16 

3. For grade 1 students not on the lists or without scores from a previous d'^.stric 

. If your school administers the MRT to all first graders, 
use the percentile score for the Pre-Reading Composite, 

. If your school does NOT administer the MRT to first graders, 
test the student using the CAT Level 11. 

« If a first-grade student enters your school A^£R the MRT 
testing takes place, administer the CAT, Level 11. 

. A student who was retained at the end of the 1983-84 year, 
and dees not have spring 1984 scores should be tested with 
the CAT level and norms for the grade he would be in, had 
he not been retained. 

4. Kindergarten students will be given the ITBS by the District in September, and 
percentile scores will be available soon thereafter. Those students who do 
not take the ITBS In September would be given the TOBE. 

Testing materials may be requested by calling Maria Defino at 458-1227. 

MD:if 
Enclosure 

cc: Timy Baranoff 
Ruben Olivarez 



Director of Re5 arch and Evaluation 



Approved: 



Approved: /Luyi/yt / ///f^^ f / y./ /V 

Assistant Superintendent f or tl<2inentary Education 
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Attachment C-4 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT ^ 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

1 

January 25, 1985 



TO: SCE Elementary Teachers 

FROM: Maria Defiao 

SUBJECT: Service Records 



Near the start of the school year you received a computer printout 
which listed the students at each grade lavel in your school, rank 
ordered according to their achievement test performance. At that 
time you were asked to place a check mark by the names of students 
you served on a regular basis during the year. 

Please update these service records as much as possible and send 
them to me at ORE, Box 79, Room C, by Friday, February 15, 1985 . 
I am requesting them somewhat earlier than usual to facilitate 
production of the Overlap Study for 1984-85. 

Pleuse feel free to call me at 458-1227 if you have any questions. 
MD:bw 

cc: Kathryn Stone 
Ann Neeley 
Elma Berrones 



Approved: y^^^^iyrxyft^ ^»^^.^^^gvx (X-/^. } 
DirectoV, Office of Hies ear errand 



Evaluation 



Approved: /futit / 0/IcJjA> 

Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education 



84,22 



Attachment C-5 
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COUNSELOR SERVICE RECORD 



Purpose 

The SCE Elementary Counselor Service Records for 1984-85 provided 
information relevant to the following decision and evaluation questions: 

Decision Question D2; If bCE is refunded tor 1985-86, should the 
Guidance and Counseling Component be continued as is, modified, or 
discontinued? 

Evaluation Question D2-1 : How many students were served by 
the Guidance and Counsel ing ^Component of SCE? 

Evaluation Question D2-2: What proportion of SCE counselors* 
services were devoted to crisis situations versus all other 
reasons for interventions? 



Procedure 

Data Collection 

On November 5, 1984, each of the 38 regular counselors (serving 49 
schools) received a packet of 125 scannable Counseling Record forms 
(Attachment D-1). The form was designed by the SCE Evaluator and revised 
by the Guidance and Counseling Steering Committee. Directions for filling 
in the Counseling Records were sent to all participating counselors (two 
counselors funded by Special Education did not participate) in a 
memorandum prepared by members of the Steering Committee (Attachment 
D-2). Additionally, all of the participating counselors (Attachment 0-3) 
met in January to review the definitions, clarify areas of coding 
disagreement, and so on, in an effort to obtain greater consistency in 
coding. However, no data peitaining to interrater agreement were 
collected. (NOTE: The Records were not distributed until November 
because they were not ordered until Septembe*^, soon after the SCE 
Evaluator was hired. The company with the lowest bid needed several weeks 
to produce and deliver the sheets to AISD.) 

Briefly, the Counseling Record is a scannable sheet which counselors were 
responsible for completing themselves -at each school, entering as many of 
their activities as possible. Each entry was coded, as appropriate, in 
the following categories: type (subcategories: whole class, individual, 
or small groups); reasons (subcategories: crisis, developmental/ 
preventive, academic, behavior, attendance, LST/ARD, assessments, family/ 
health, other); direct contact (subcategories: student, teacher, AISD 
staff, other agency, parent/guardian); and coordination (subcategories:. 
Parent Involvement Program, hearing/vision screening, LST/ARD, group 
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testing, Aim High, LEP, agency programs. Project Pride, student records, 
other). Counselors were instructed to turn in their records at the end 
of each six-weeks' grading period; they were sent reminders aoout this 
just prior to the end of each grading period. Feedback about records was 
sent as deemed necessary (Attachment 0-4). In the last week of April, 
counselors were asked to turn in all remaining Counseling Records to ORE 
by May 15. No other standardized conditions for completing the Records 
were required. No reliability or validity data, and no norms, were 
established for the Counseling Record form. 

Data Analyses 

A computer program (SC-CSF02-04-01) was utilized to obtain frequency 
counts, by school and for the total sample, for each coding category and 
subcategory. The percentage that each subcategory contributed to the 
total count for a category was calculated for each six-weeks* period, as 
well. Looking across all schools, the program determined the lowest 
individual frequency for each subcategory and the highest individual 
frequency for each, over both the given six-weeks* period and cumulatively 
(Attacnment 0-5). 

Several factors contribute to the necessity for viewing these data as a 
piloting of the Counseling Record form. First, the Records were 
distributed so late In the year that the data cannot In any way be 
presumed to reflect a "normal" year's work on the part of counselors. 
Second, it was clear at the January counselors' meeting that, at least up 
until that time and possibly even beyond then, discrepancies existed in 
the ways counselors chose to code their activities. Both of these 
situations can be corrected for the 1985-86 year; the Supervisor of 
Elementary Guidance and Counseling (there will not be an SCE Evaluator to 
take this responsibility) will need to reorder the Counseling Records in 
the summer, and should hold review sessions with the counselors focusing 
on how the forms are to be completed. (Ideally, interrater agreement data 
could be obtained in such sessions.) Keeping in mind the need for 
implementing these recommendations and the limitations of the current data 
base, the following results may be presented. 

Evaluation Question D2-1 : How many students were served? 

A total of 17,979 Individual student contacts were made in one-to-one 
sessions with counselors during the coding period. There were 1.1,960 
student contacts made in the context of small group sessions with 
counselors. Finally, 3307 whole-class Interventions were made by 
counselors between November 6 and May 15. Thus, a grand total of 43,246 
student interventions were reported for the coding period. 

Indirectly, counselors Intervened on behalf of Individual students (e.g., 
conferred with teachers, parents, and so on) a total of 35,590 times. The 
lowest frequency of such interventions reported by a counselor was one; 
the highest was 1297; and the average for all 35 participating counselors 
was 1017. 
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Not only does this data not reflect an entire year for the counselors, it 
also does not reflect the work of all the counselors at all the schools. 
Of the 38 counselors, two counselors (representing three schools) did not 
participate in reporting counselor service, one additional counselor 
(representing one school) returned Incomplete records for her school 
(these Incomplete records were used In the totals and this counselor 
represents the IFTE) Attachment 0-6 provides the counselor Information by 
Individual schools. 

Evaluation Question D2-2 ; What proportions of SCE counselors' services 
were devoted to crisis situations versus all other reasons for 
interventions? 

A total of 69,577 reasons for intervening were coded by counselors across 
the nine subcategories. Of these, 2768, or 4%, were related to crisis 
situations. (See Attachment 0-5 for a breakdown of percentages for all 
nine subcategories, together with lows, highs, and averages.) 

57.7% of these crisis Interventions were made by participating SCE funded 
counselors. These crisis interventions accounted for 3.6% of the 
participating SCE counselors' total, number of interventions per school. 
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84,22 Attachment 0-2 

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT (Page 1 of 2) 

Division of Instruction 
Elejaentary School Management 
Elementary Guidance and Counseling 



198A-85 



Instructions For Completing The 
COUNSELING RECORD 



Use a #2 pencil - NOT black Inkl Do not punch holes or staples on sheets 
because It will not go through the machine. 



1. School: Your school 
2« Name: Counselor's name 
3« Date to left of column 

4. When you xrork with an entire class on a specific topic such as: 
responsibility » study skills lesson i etc* en^**r the n^e of the 
teacher and grade, then bubble in WHOLE CLASS and DEV, (developmental). 

5. If you consult with a teacher and the principal about Johnny behavior, 
bubble in Behavior , STUDENT , Teacher, and AISD Staff ,* 

6* If you confer with a mother and child about child's absence becaiise 
of family problems, bu^ble in Individual , Attendance , Family ^ Parent • 

7. Organizing materials for TABS Preasseasment - bubble in Grp. Testing , 

8. Teacher reports Peter crying. You visit with him and find he has been 
abused by stepfather. You file report with police and DHR, Bubble in 
Indlviaual , Family , Teacher, Other Agency . 

9* Friendship Group which includes Sara, Salina, Frances and Janey - mark 4 
times under Small Group and 4 times under Developmental . 

10. Consultation with Visiting Teacher and/or Home Visitor re: medical 
appointment for child - bubble Family , Stxident and AISD Staff . 

11. Parent Conference re: child to refer to Psychotherapy Agency. Bubble 
Behavior > STUDENT , Agency ^ Parent . 

12. Loc«l Support Te^ for Mary, James and Ellclo. Bubble in Academic , 
LST/aRD , STUDENT , Teacher , AISD Staff, Parent . 

13. Rene (behavior) after conference you place him in In-School Suspension 
for 3 days. Bubble la Individual , CRISIS > A-ademic^ Behavior , STUDENT , 
Teacher , AISD Staff , Parent. 

14. Vision and Hearing co-ordination. 

15. Sent lnvita<"ions to LPAC. Bubble in LEP . 

16. Sent Cum Folders - bubble in Student Records . 

17. Parent Group • setting up with principal. Bubble in AISD Staff and ?.!.? . 
(Parent involvement program) 
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84*22 Attachment D-2 

(Page 2 of 2) 

18. Shoe card - bubble in Family /Health , STUDENT , Other Agency , Parent , 

19. L.D. Observation of Tom - bubble in Academic > Assessments , and STUDENT. 

To save paper you may continue with the following day's record *on the same sheet. 

20. Hall Duty - bubble in Other. 

21. Phone- call or school visit with Gloria Richards re: guidance materials, etc- 
bubble in AISD Staff and Other under cocrdination. 



EXPLANATION OF CATEGORIES ; 

Under " Reason" 

DEV/Prev. - Developmental /Preventive 
Family /HI th - Family /Health 

Under "Contact" 

0th. Agency - Other 4^ency 
Parent /Grdn - Parent/ Guardian 



Under " Co ordination" , 

P. I. P. - i?arent Involvement Program 
Hrg/Vsn Scm • Hearins/Vlsion Screening 
Grp. Testing - Group Testing 
Agency Prog - Agency Program 
St. Records - Student Records 



* If you actually » see the child in a direct counseling situation mark Individual 
under Type . 

^ If you make an indirect contact for a child ^ then mark STUDENT under Contact. 



COUNSELING RECORD SHEETS : 

The Cotinse.^JLng Record sheets are due in the Office of Research and Evaluation 
at the end of each six weeks: 

Monday, November 19, 1984 
Thursday, January 17, 198*' 

" February 2S, 1985 

" April 18, 1985 

" May 30, 1985 

(It might be wise to keep a xeroxed copy of Counseling Record Sheets and 
the date it was sent to ORE.) 



Contact Persons: Maria Define, Office of Research and Evaluation, 451-8411 Ex. 229 
Q Glorlu Richards, El^^entary Guidance and Counseling, 451-8411 Ex. 325 
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Elementary Counselors 
1984-1985 

Funding 



School 


Name of Counselor 


AISD 


SCE 


Allan 


Melba Davis 


1.00 




Allison 


Rosemary Rodriguez 


.40 


.10 


Andrews 


Jan Thomas 


1.00 




Barring ton 


Carolyn Sul 1 ivan 


.40 


.10 


Becker 


Brenda G. Brooke 


1.00 




Bl ackshear 


Sarah Firestone 


.60 


.40 


Bl anton 


Nicholas Noy 


1.00 




Brooke 


Wayne Norris 


.40 


.10 


Brown 


Frankie Brown 


.80 


.20 


Campbell 


Thomas Dunn 


.80 


.20 


Casis 


Jane Hembree 


.30 


.20 


Cook 


Christella Cain 


.70 


.30 


Cunningham 


Clara B. Walker 


1.00 




Dawson 


Minnette Muel ler 


.80 


.20 


Goval 1 e 


Kathryn Moore 


.80 


.20 


Graham 


Cornel ia Tol ley 


.40 


.10 


Gullett 


Sylvia Nichols 


.30 


.20 


Harri s 


Oonna Sparr 


.70 


.30 


Highland Park 


Wayne Norris 


.40 


.10 


Houston 


Aurora Zerrien 


1.00 




Josl in 


Jack Brock 


1.00 




Lannf orrt 


Eunice Houston 


.80 


.20 


Li nder 


Rosemary Rodriguez 


.40 


.10 


Maplewood 


Tanya Hubbard 


.30 


.20 


Mathews 


Judi th Scott 


.40 


.10 


Metz 


Mary Caldwell 


.80 


.20 


Norman 


Harriett Franks 


.40 


.20 


Oak Hil'^ 

u r> 111 1 


Suzie Ramon 


1.00 




Oak Sorinas 


Ouida Bohac 


.40 


.20 


Odom 


Orphalinda Baz^n 


1.00 




Ortega 


Judith Scott 


.40 


.10 


Pecan Springs 


Ouida Bohac 


.40 


.10 


Pillow 


Elizabeth Colop 


.40 


.10 


Pleasant Hill 


Margery Johnson 


1.00 




Read 


Carolyn Sullivan 


.40 


.10 


Reilly 


Tanya Hubbard 


.30 


.20 


Ridgetop 


Elizabeth Colop 


.40 


.10 


St. Elmo 


Lorna P«»tch 


1.00 




Sanchez 


Cornel ia Tol ley 


.40 


.10 


Sims 


Sylvia Nichols 


,30 


.20 


Sunset Valley 


Janer Leeth 


1 ,00 




Travis Heights 


Eva Ornelas 


.70 


.30 


Walnut Creek 


Harriett Franks 


.40 


.20 
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Attachment 0-3 
(Page 2 of 2) 



Funding 



School 


Name of Counselor 


Also 


SCE 


Webb 


Sandra Baran 


1.00 




Williams 


Mabel Jean Schmer 


1.00 




Winn 


Birdie Caldwell 


.70 


.30 


Wooldridge 


Jill Winn 


.80 


.20 


Wooten 


Special Education Counselor 






Zavala 


Jane Hembres 


.30 


.20 


Zilker 


Adeline Hamilton 


.80 


.20 


Totals 




32.4 


5.6 



Total Allocation 38 
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PU3TIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

December 1984 



Attachment D-4 



TO: 

FROM: Maria Defino, SCE Evaluator 

SUBJECT: Counseling Records 



Thank you for having returned your counseling record sheets to 
my office. While processing the sheets, I noticed the 
following (marked as they apply)? 



□ 



□ 
□ 



Recording is not bein7 done continuously; that is, not 
all of the rows on a page were used before you went on 
to another. 



' ' The school name was not written at the top of each 
^— ' sheet ( most important for counselors who work in two 
schools) . 



tvents occurring ax; xiwo schools were recoraea on a 
single page, rather than on separate record forms. 

Bubbles were not filled in for each student seen in a 
small group (they need to be). 



Other: 



Please call Gloria or me if you are unsure of any aspect of 
coding your act i vit ies onto the record forms. I'll be happy to 
hel p >'Ou — especial ly before any "syst emat ic" cod ing errors 
occur and any time is wasted. These days, every minute counts! 
Pgaii'i, thank you for your cooperation and participation in the 
evaluat ion process. 



MD:bw 

cc: Ruben Olivarez 



Approved ; 



Approved : 



rotor. 



5. 



Director, Offi'ce of fJesear^^fi and Evaluat ion 



flssistarit S'.ip.eri , itendent for Elementary Educatiori 
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SUMMARY TABLE OF COUNSELORS' REASONS FOR INTERVENING 



Individual Individual 
Total • % of Low High Individual 

Subcategory Frequency* All Reasons Frequency Frequency Average*** 



CRISIS 


2,768 


3.98 


3 


475 


79 


Developmental/ 
Preventive 


22,445 


32.26 


5 


1,521 


641 


Academic 


9,883 


14.20 


5 


578 


282 


Behavior 


H,583 


20.96 


26 


875 


417 


Attendance 


1,046 


1.50 


0 


498 


30 


LST/ARO 


4,421 


6.35 


0 


621 


126 


Assessmpnts 


3,061 


4.40 


0 


251 


87 


Family/ Health 


6,54? 


9.40 


6 


752 


187 


Other 


4.828 


6.94 


0 


754 


138 


TOTAL 


69,577 


99.99** 






1,987 



^Frequencies ao not include Allison, Linder, and Webb; data for Zilker 
is incomplete. 

*Ooes not total to 100% because of rounding. 

"*This average is based on the 35 participating counselors, representing 
46 schools. 
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COUNSELOR SERVICE RECORDS BY SCHOOL 
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Note: The counseling data presented here for the following schools does 
not include the sixth six-weeks period because the records were not 
available at the time of this scanning: 

Allan 
Becker 
Dawson 
Josl in 

The counseling records for Zilker are incomplete. 

The counseling records for the following schools are unavailable for the 
entire year, and therefore not included here: 

All i son 

Linder 

Webb 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


OFFICE OF RESEARCH 


AND 


PVAI lIATinN 


COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 




SC-CSF02-0A-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 142 - ALLAN 








O CO r CMT A cc 




7 


1 9 n7 

1 ^ f 


INDIVIDUAL 


40 


A a 07 

O □ « 7 f 


SMALL GROUP 


11 


1 Q 7 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


58 


inn n n 


RUNNING TOTAL 


58 






KM 




CRISIS 


10 




DEV./PREV. 


4 


4.17 


AT A rPMT r 


1 7 


17.71 


- BEHAVIOR 


23 


23.<56 


ATTENDANCE 


6 




LST/ARD 


7 


7 


ASSESSMENTS 


3 


J . I ^ 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


11 


1 1 

1> 1 . O 


CTHER 


15 


1 R A 7 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


96 


inn nn 


RUNNING TOTAL 


96 




CONTACT 


£^ 


P PPfPMTA HP 


STUDENT 


30 




TEACHER 


23 


'Sin 9 A 


AISDSTAFr - - 


12 


t c ■ 7Q 


OTH. AGENCY 


3 




PARENT/GRDN. 


8 




YEAR-END TOTALS 


76 


inn nn 


RUNNING TOTAL 


76 




CQORniNA''^Tq^j - 


EAH" 




P. I. P. 


3 


A A7 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


4 


A AO 


LST/ARD 


4 


0.07 


GRP. TESTING 


2 


4.44 


AIM HIGH 


2 


4.44 


LEP^ 


7- 


15.56 


AGENCY PROC. 


2 


4.44 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST, RECcnos^ 


4 


'8.89 " 


OTHER 


17 


37.78 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


45 


100,00 


-RUNNING TOTAL ' 


45 
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AUS'IN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF 02-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 102 - ANDREWS 



WHOLE CLASS 
INDIVIDUAL 
SMALL GROUP 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 



11 2.33 

254 53.70 

203 43.97 

473 100.00 
473 





fiAH £ 


ERCFNTAnP 


CRISIS 


49 


6.67 


DEV./PREV. 


227 


30.88 


ACADEfilC 


97 


13.20 


BEHAVIOR 


128 


17.41 


ATTENDANCE 


25 


3.40 


LST/ARD 


61 


8.30 


ASSESSMENTS 


60 


8.16 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


72 


9.80 


OTHER 


16 


2.18 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


• 735 - 


■ lOO.OO 


RUNNING TOTAL 


735 





CONTACI 


EAM 


PFRCFNTAfF 


STUDENT 


364 


32.38 


TEACHER 


274 


24.38 


-Al SO-STAFF - ~ 


--290 


25^.80 


OTH. AGENCY 


49 


4.36 


PARENT/GRON. 


147 


13.08 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1124 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1124 




COORD T NAT TflN 






P« I •? 


21 


PFRrFNTA^p 


HRG/VSK SCRN 


66 


11.13 


LST/ARD 


143 


24.11 


GRP. TESTING 


98 


16.53 


AIM HIGH 


38 


6.41 


-LEP- 


~ - 2 


,;34- 


AGENCY PROG. 


5 


.84 


PRIDE 


4 


.67 


sr. RECORDS 


8 


" - r.3?- 


OTHER 


208 


35.08 


YEAR-END TJTALS 


593 


100*00 


RUNNING "TOTAL " 


573 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 149 - 8ARRINGT0N 



n££ 


RAW 




WHOLE CLASS 


107 


18*64 


TMnr\/TnnAi 




■?9. «5'> 




7 An 


*T X . O L 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


574 


100-00 




^ 1 'T 






RAW 




CRISIS 


48 




DEV./PREV. 


272 


24.93 


ACACEMIC 


274 


25*11 


BFHAVinR 


202 

C^yj Cm 


18.52 


ATTENDANCE 


7 


• 64 


LST/ARD 


180 


16.50 


ASS ESSMENTS 


^ c 


4.77 




2^ 


2.20 

Cm ^ Cm \J 


□THER 


J £m 


2.93 


YEAR—END TOTALS 


1091 


100.00^ 


ftUNNT NG TOTAL 


1091 




rnwTArT 


RAW 


PERCgNTAGg 


STUDENT 


296 


35 .24 


TEACHER 


225 

m»Cm ^ 


26.79 


AISD STAFF " 


■ 143 


■ - IT.0 2 


QTH, AGENCY 


32 


3.81 


PARENT /GRDN. 


144 


17.14 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


840 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


840 




CnPROTNATI ON " 




PERCENTAGE 


P • I • P# 


0 


•00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


1 


.29 


LST/ARD 


16^ 


■ 48.99" 


GRP. TESTING 


48 


13.91 


AIM HIGH 


1 


.29 


LEP " 


2?- 


- 6.'38 


AGENCY PROG, 


38 


11.01 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


STi RECORDS 


... 22 


" " " 9,28'' 


OTHER 


34 


9.86 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


345 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL " 


■ 345 ■ 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE Of^ RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 





VC A D 

Yt AK 


■•cNu ruiAL5 


oLnUUL aUh • 






TVOC 


RAH 


PERCENTAGE 


WMHt P ri AC c 


1 A 


0 C A 

A . 36 


TMn T\/ ^ ni i A 1 
inu i V i UUAL 


A C 1 


72 .04 


Cm ai 1 con* i d 


ICO 


^ Art 
25. 4Q 


YPAD«PMn THTAI C 


A 0^ 
0^:0 


100 .00 


KUr4l>< i viKj 1 U 1 AL 


A OA 
0 AO 




REASONS 


BAM 


££RCEN.TAii£ 


CRT C 




A 7 A 


nc\y /DO c\/ 
Uc V • / r K cY • 


111 

ill 


31. 96 


AT A PPM Tr 


0 Q "7 

A 0 f 


AV .50 


RPu Av/T no 


1 A ^ 


1 A a A 
16 .96 


A TTC wn A Mr c 


I 


. ^ 0 


] CT / ADO 
l_o 1 / AKU 


V A 


0 A A 

9. h6 


ACC PC C MP KIT C 


0 


A 
.6 A 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


15 


1.54 


OTHER 


11 


1.13 


YEAR—END TOTALS 


' f J 




RIJMMTM^^ TflTAI 


" r ^ 




rOMTATT 

■UUMIflUJL 


D A U 

RAH 


PcnwcNTAGc 


CTl JnPWT 


aOV 


a9 .0 A 


TP AT 

1 u Aw nciN 


A*t 0 


24* 90 


AT ^H" CTAFP — 




"11 A H 
D 1 J 


uin* A0C1NL.T 


"Sin 


a A 1 

3*0 1 




1 1 A 


1 1 .61) 


YPADmPKin TflTAl C 
1 CAI^^C^^^U 1 U I AUo 


QOA 


" 1 A A A A 
lOU .UU 


PilMMTN/t THT Al 


QOA 




rnnpn t natthm 


- 0 AU 


rcRLcNTAfig 


P.I.P* 


I 


.42. 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


31 


13.08 


L$T/ARO 


72 


■ " 30.38 


GRP. TESTING 


20 


8.44 


AIM HIGH 


18 


7.59 


LEP 


• -0 


■ .00 


AGENCY PROG. 


5 


2ai 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. RECORDS 


42 


■ 17.72 


OTHER 


48 


20.25 


YEAR«-END TOTALS 


237 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


237 





D-17 

79 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRia 
OFFICE OF RESCfARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-OV-01 YEAR'-ENO TOTALS 

SCHOOL 105 - BLACKSHEAR 







££RCENTAfi£ 


uun in r 1 A c c 
WnULc LLA5o 


151 


13.45 


INu IVIDUAL 


326 


29.03 


SHALL GROUP 


646 


57.52 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1123 


JOO.OO 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1123 




REASONS 




PERCENTAHE 


CRISIS 


3 


.22 


OEV./PREV. 


531 


39.55 


iCAOEMIC 


230 


16.51 


cjcHAVl UR 


346 


24.84 


AT T cNDANCE 


2 


.14 


L5T/AKD 


72 


5.17 


A5>5c55MtNT5 


12 




FAM iLY/HLTH« 


120 


8.61 


nTU CD 


57 


4.09 


Y tAF*»E NO TOTAL S 


1393 


" "100.00"" 


HUNNINa TOTAL 


1393 




£GEf JACI 


EAU 


PERCENTAGE 


CTI IrtCKiT 

oTUDcNT 


245 


30.21 




269 


33.17 


— AI sir STAFF 




IB. IT 


OTH. AGENCY 


31 


3.82 


.»AR£KT/GRDN. 


no 


14.67 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


311 - 


" 100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


811 




conKniNATiatj" 




PERCFNTAGF 


P.I .p. 


11 




HRG/VSN SCRN 


21 


9.05 


-LST/ARD 


AO - 


17.24 - 


GRP. TESTING 


43 


18.53 


AIM HIGH 


3 


1.29 


- LEP— - — 


2^ — 


12.50- 


AGENCY PROG. 


0 


•00 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST; RECORDS 


" 14 


■ 6.03 


OTHER 


71 


30.60 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


232 


100.00 


-RUNNING TOTAL 


•232 - 





D-18 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 



SC-CSF02-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 



SCHOOL 106 « 


RL ANTON 




TYPf 


RAW 


PERCt=NTA(;p 


WHOLE CLASS 


24 




INDIVIDUAL 


1047 


57.72 


SMALL GROUP 


743 


40.96 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1814 


100.00 

A w w www 


RUNNING TOT'.L 


1 814 




REASnNS 


RAW 

niin 




CRISIS 


94 


4 


DEV«/PREV« 


861 


*t ^ • ^ ^ 


ACADEMIC 


134 


6*78 


BEHAVIOR 


492 


24*89 


ATTENDANCE 


9 


• 46 


LST/ARD 


162 


8.19 


ASSEr^'MENTS 


74 


J • f *f 


FAMIL /HLTH. 


f J 


1 TO 


OTHER 




3 • o*f 


"YEAR—END TOTALS 


1Q7T 




RUNNING TOTAL 


1977 




CONTACT 




OPPr CMT A PC 

rcnticfiliAiic 


STUDENT 


705 


*r • > V 


TEACHER 






AlSa STAFF 


357 




OTH. AGENCY 


73 


A. Art 


PARENT/GRDN. 


255 


15-37 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1659 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


16D9 


CnORDTNATIfJN 




■ PFRCFNTAGF 


P • I 


0 


.00 


HR&/VSN SCRN 


4 


1.73 


LST/ARD 


■ 168 ■ 


•--72.73 


GRP. TESTING 


44 


19.05 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


LEP ■ - 


- 0 


.00- 


AGENCY PROG. 


0 


• 00 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. RECORnS • 


a 


.00- 


OTHER 


15 


6.49 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


231 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


231- 





D-19 

SI 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


;s OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-04-01 


YEAR 


•END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 108 - BROOKE 




TYPp 




PERCENTAGE 


WHOLE CLASS 


3A 


4#24 


INDIVIDUAL 


lay 




SMALL GROUP 


379 


72«28 


YEAR-»END TOTALS 


801 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


801 




REASONS 


fi^ 


PgRCENT/VGE 


CRISI S 


3 


• 38 


OEV./PREV. 


538 


68«80 


ACADEMIC 


AO 


5#12 


oEHAvI OR 


1 8-9 


2A#17 


ATTENDANCE 


2 


• 26 


LST/ARD 






ASSESSME NTS 


0 


• 00 


FAMILY/HLTH« 


6 


• 77 


OTHER 


0 


•00 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


782 


lOOwOO 


RUNNING TOTAL 


782 




CONTACT 


gM 


PERCFNTAGF 


STUDENT 


170 


31.66 


TEACHER 


113 


21.04 


AISD STAFF 


■ 105 


19.55 


OTH. AGENCY 




.74 


PARENT/GRON. 


145 


27.00 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


537 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


537 




cnoRniNATinN 


£^ 


PFRCFNJApE 


P. I. P. 


0 


.00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 




4.65 


LST/ARD 


38 


44.19 


GRP. TESTING 


10 


11.63 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


LEP ■ 


-0 


• - ■ ;co - 


AGENCY PROi,. 


1 


1.16 


PklDE 


2 


2,33 


ST. RECORDS 


• 3 


- 3.^9 


OTHER 


28 


32,56 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


66 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL — 


86 





D-20 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFir« OF RESEARCH AND . EVALUATION 



! COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/65 


SC'-CSF02-04-0I 


YEAR 


"END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 109 - BROWN 




lYPE 




PFRCFNT&RF 


WHOLE CLASS 


60 


2.22 


INDIVIDUAL 


1785 


66.06 


SMALL GROUP 


857 


31.72 


YcAR«»END TOT ALS 


2702 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2702 




REASONS 


EAJd 


PFRCFNTAGF 


CRISIS 


32 


.95 


DEV./PREV. 


1141 


33.77 


ACAOEM IC 


440 


13.0? 


BEHAVIOR 


876 


25.92 


ATTENDANCE 




14.77 


L5T/^KU 


16 


-47 


ASSESSMENTS 


6 


.18 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


299 


8,85 


OTHER 


70 


2.07 


TtAR^END TOTALS 


3379 


ICO t 0 


RUNNING TOTaL 


3379 






BAicf 


PERCFNTAr.F 


STUDENT 


409 


16.65 


TEACHER 


1297 


52.81 


Also STAFF 


230 


9.36 


OTH* AGENCY 


98 


3.99 


PARcNT/GRDN* 


422 


17.18 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


2456 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2456 




"CnORDINATTriN ' 




PfHC^NTAfi^ 


P. I. P. 


1 


.25 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


10 


2.52 


IST/ARD 


16 


4.03 


GRP. TESTING 


57 


14.36 


AIM HIGH 


1 


.25 


LEP 


0 




AGENCY PROG. 


2 


.50 


PRIDE 


18 


4.53 


ST. REJORDS 


- - 4 


- r.oi 


OTHER 


288 


72.54 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


397 


100.00 


- RUNNING TOTAL " 


397 





ERIC 



D-21 

83 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-0A-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 111 - CAMPBELL 








PERCFNTAGE 


»JHOL£ CLASS 


91 


4.71 


INDIVIDUAL 


753 ■ 


39.00 


SMALL GROUP 


1087 


56.29 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1931 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1931 




REASONS 


BAU 


PFRCFNTAGf- 


CRISIS 


86 


3.98 


DEV./PREV. 


1471 


68.01 


ACADEM IC 


31 


3.74 


BEHAVICR 


206 


9. 52 


ATTENDANCF 


4 


. 18 


LST/ARD 


22 


1.02 


ASSESSMENTS 


33 


1.53 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


109 


5.04 


OTHER 


I'^l 


6.98 


-YEAR-END TOTALS 


2163 


' '100«X)0- 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2163 




CONTACT 


RAW - 


PERCSNTAfiF 


STUDENT 


84 


13.33 


TEACHER 


347 


55.08 


A^rSD "STAFF ' - - 


12T 


'20.16 


QTH. AGENCY 


23 


3.65 


PARENT/GRDN. 


49 


7«78 


YEAR-END "TOTALS " 


630 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


630 




"CQORDINATICN' 


IM 


P^RCFNTAflF 


P. I. P. 


0 


.00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


23 


9.09 


- LST/ARD 


24 


- 9.49 


GRP. TESTING 


14 


5,53 


AIM HIGH 


0 


• 00 


-tEP 


0 


- ;00 - 


AGENCY PROG. 


6 


2.37 


PRIDE 


0 


• 00 


"ST. -RECORDS 


• ^ 0 


— — '.oa- 


OTHER 


186 


73.52 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


253 


lOO^CO 


-RUNNING-TOTAL " 


253 





o 

ERIC 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-04-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 112 - CASTS 




TVPF 




££RCENTA££ 


WHOLE CLAS'n 


5 


1.62 


INDIVIDUAL 


155 


50.16 


SMALL GROUP 


149 


48.22 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


309 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


309 






RAW 


PPRCf N CE 


CRI SI S 


32 




DEV./PREV. 


28 


2.06 


ACADEMIC 


340 


25.00 


BEHAVIOR 


485 


35.66 


ATTENDANCE 


25 


1.84 


LST/ARD 


91 


6.69 


ASSESSMENTS 


93 


6.84 


FAM II Y/HLTH. 


259 


19.04 


OTHER 


7 


.51 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1360 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1360 




CONTACT 


RAW 


PERCENJAGE 


STUDENT 


749 


40.14 


TEACHER 

i W ff i mmm % 


500 


26.80 


AISD STAFF 


372 


- 19.94 


OTH. AGENCY 


23 


1.23 


PARENT/GRDN. 


222 


11.90 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1866 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1866 




-cpCRnii^ATIQN ' 


RAH" 


Pr:RCENIAfi£" 


P.I. P. 


0 


.00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


7 


.97 


LST/ARU 


339 


46.95 


GRP. TESTING 


67 


9.28 


AIM HIGH 


87 


12.05 


LEP - - - 


- 0 


.00 


AGENCY PROG. 


9 


1.25 


PRIDE 


3 


.42 


ST. RECORDS " 


0 


.00 " 


OTHER 


210 


29.09 


YHAR-END TOTALS 


722 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


722 





D-23 

8o 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-04-01 YEAR-END TO^ S 



SCHOOL 161 - COOK 



JI2E 


RAW 


PERCENTAGE 


WHOLE CLASS 


113 


10 aOZ 


INDIVIDUAL 


703 


62.32 


SMALL GROUP 


312 


27.66 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1128 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1128 


— - - 


BEASfltlS 


PAH 


PFRCENTAGF 


CRISIS 


132 


11.62 


DEV./PREV. 


513 


45.16 


ACAUtH It 




9. 1!> 


BEHAVIOR 


193 


17.43 


ATTENDANCE 


14 


1.23 


LSI /ARD 


31 


2.73 


ASSESSMENTS 


43 


3.79 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


71 


6.25 


OTHER 


30 


2.64 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1136 


iOO.OO ~ 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1136 




CQMIACI 


BAM 


PERCFNTAGF 


STUDENT 


719 


63.97 


TFACHER 


269 


23.93 


AiSD- STAFF " 


47 


- 4^-18 - 


OTH. AGENCY 


12 


1.07 


PARENT /GRONc 


77 


6.85 


-YEAR-END TOTALS- 


1124 


- - lOOiOO — 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1124 




- COnROINATTOrf - 


- 


PERCENTAGE" 


p» I • p» 


0 


.00 


HRG/VSW SCR.N 


7 


12.96 


-LST/ARO 


14 


25.93 ~ 


GRP. TESTING 


28 


51.85 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


LEP 


0 


— --,oo~ 


AGENCY PRCG. 


1 


1.85 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


~ TT, RECORD 


0 


— ■ - .00 - 


OTHER 


4 


7.41 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


54 


100.00 


-RUNNING TOTAL" ■ 


54 





D-24 



.ERIC 



86 




AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DfSTRTrT 
OFFtcE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 

SC-CSF02-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 
SCHOOL 113 - CUNNINGHAM 

IJ££^ ^, fiAH PERCfNTAGF 

WHOLE CLASS 59 4,15 

INDIVIDUAL 476 33.50 

SMALL GROUP 886 62.35 

YEAR-END TOTALS U21 100.00 

RUNNING TOTAL 1421 



EEA2QJiS 
CRISIS 
DEV./PREV. 
ACADEMIC 
BEHAVIOR 
ATTEMDANCE 
LST/ARO 
ASSESSMENTS 
FAMILY/HLTH. 
OTHER 
-YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

CONTACT 
STUDENT 
TEACHER 
-AISO^ STAFF 
OTH. AGf-NCY 
PARENT/GRDN. 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 



mi 


PFRCFNTARF 


46 


2.45 


698 


37.11 


120 


6.38 


239 


' 12.71 


6 


.32 


51 


2.71 


66 


3.5i 


189 


x3.05 


466 


24.77 


1831- 


-700.00 - 


1881 




£^ 




381 


27.16 


383 


27.30 


422 


30.08 


38 


2.71 


179 


12.76 


1403 


100.00 


1403 





CaPRniNATJOtl 

p« I 

HRG/VSN SCRN 
LST/ARO 
GRP. TESTING 
AIM HIGH 

LEP - - - 

AGENCY PROG. 
PRIDE 

ST. RECORDS " 
OTHER 

YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL " 



PFRCFNTAGF - 

0 .00 

24 9.16 

28 10.69 

59 22.52 

3 1.15 
•0- - - ■ .00 - 

20 7.63 

0 .00 

7 — • 2.67 - 

121 46.18 

.''62 100.00 

262 




AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSFO 2-04-01 


YEAR 


"END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 114 * DAHSON 




rcE£ 


EM 




WHOLE CLA5;S 


215 


OK 01 




111 


^ "7. OA 


SMALL GROUP 


524 


o i • PU 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


852 


1 u u • u u 


RUNNING TOTAL 


852 




RFASqNS 


gAH 




CRISIS 


22 




DEV^/PRFV. 


212 


h o m jyj 


ACADEMIC 


138 


1 "J HA 


DCn AVI UK 


J V J 




ATTENDANCE 


15 




LST/ARD 


142 




ASSESSMENTS 


28 


A • 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


147 


iA« 0 J 


OTHER 


52 




YEAR-END TOTALS 


11^6 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1146 




CONTACT 


£^ 




STUDENT 


245 


Ol AQ 


TEACHER 


432 


A 1 7fl 


■ ArSD STAFF 


162 


1!> •O r 


OTH. AGENCY 


56 


AO 


<>ARENT/GRDN. 


139 


1 O A A 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1034 


X UU • VJU 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1034 




CCDPPir/\TIPN 






P.l.P. 


60 


14.81 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


12 


2»96 


LST/ARD 


154 


" 38*02 


GRP. TESTING 


23 


5.68 


AIM HIGH 


4 


♦ 9<J 


- LEP - 


10 


- - 2.47- 


AGENCY PROG. 


7 


1.73 


PRIDE 


0 


• 00 


ST. RECORDS 


9 


— 2.2r 


OTHER 


126 


31.11 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


405 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


405 






D-26 


88 







84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 



SC-CSF02-04-01 


YEAR-END 


TOTALS 


SCHOOL 116 - GOVALLE 








RAW 


PFRCFNTAGF 


WHOLE CLASS 


245 




18.73 


INDIVIDUAL • 


618 




47.25 




*T*T J 




34,02 




1308 




100.00 


RUNNING TflTAI 








R P A CPM <t 


RAW 
fin B 


PER 


CENTAilE 


ro r CTC 


^ o 




2.23 


DEV./PREV. 


432 




20.07 


ACADEMIC 


579 




26.91 


RPM A\/ T HQ 






30.07 


ATTENDANCE 


5 




.23 


LST/ARD 


130 




6.04 


ASS ESSMENTS 


55 




2.56 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


227 




10.55 


OTHER 


29 




1.35 


YEAR—END TOTALS 


2152 




100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2152 






rnNTAfT 


RAW 






STUDENT 


414 




42.29 


TEACHER 


176 




17.98 


AISD STAFF 


208 




21.25 


OTH. AGENCY 


39 




3.98 


PARENT /GRON. 


142 




14.50 


YEAP"END "TOTALS 


979 




100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


979 






COORDINATION 




" '?FP 


CENTAfiJE 


P. UP. 


31 




7.51 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


10 




2«42 


LST/ARD 


40 




9.69 


GRP. TESTING 


35 




8.47 


AIM HIGH 


6 




1.45 


-LHP- - 


31 




7.51 


AGENCY PROG, 


13 




3.15 


PRIDE 


4 




.97 


ST. RECORDS- 


8 




— 1.94 


OTHER 


235 




56.90 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


413 




100.00 


■RUNNING TOTAL " 


413 







ERIC 



D-27 



;.9 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE CF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 



SC-CSF02-04-C1 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 159 - 


GRAHAM 




IlLE 


mi 


PFRCFNTA^F 


WHOLE CLASS 


I 


.33 


INDIVIDUAL 


179 


58.69 


SMALL GROUP 


125 


40.98 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


305 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


^ 

305 






£AU 


PERCENTAGE 


CRISIS 


20 


2.38 


DEV./PREV. 


52 


6.18 


ACADEMIC 


73 


8.68 


BEHAVIOR 


355 


42,21 


ATTENDANCE 


5 


.59 


LST/ARD 


69 


8.20 


A PC CMC WfT C 


24 


2.85 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


149 


17.72 


OTHER 


94 


11.18 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


841 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


841 




CONTACT 


EAK 


PERCENTA.Gf 


STUDENT 


522 


43.00 


TEACHER 


353 


29.08 


AISD-STA!f=F 


235 


"19.36 


OTH. AGENCY 


15 


1.24 


PARENT/GRDN. 


89 


7.33 


YEAR-FND TOTALS 




■ 100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1214 




COQRpJNATTOm 


SAM' 


PIJRCENTAGr 




2 


1.23 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


2 


1.23 


LST/ARD 


- 3" 


4.94 


GRP. TESTING 


67 


41.36 


AIM HIGH 


3 


1.85 


LEP 


5'. 


31.48 - 


AGENCY PROG. 




.00 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. -RECORDS 


3 - 


r.85- 


OTHER 


26 


16.05 


YEAR-END TOT,aS 


162 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL ' 


162 





ERIC 



D-28 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-04-01 


YEAR 




SCHOOL 117 - GULLETT 




TYPE 


R &U 




WHOLE CLASS 


36 


Cm • OW 


INDIVIDUAL 


258 




SMALL GROUP 


993 


77 - 1 A 

1 f • X o 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1287 


100 -00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1287 






EM 


PERCENTAGE 


CRISIS 


55 




DEV./PREV. 


1 108 


51-01 


ACADEMIC 




21-36 


BEHAVIOR 


25A 


11-69 


ATTENDANCE 


15 


• vl 7 


LST/ARD 


12 


-55 


ASSESSMENTS 


18 


.83 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


88 


4.05 


OTHER 


158 


7.27 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


2172 


100-00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2172 




CQNTACI 






STUDENT 


662 


42-74 


TEACHER 


628 


40-54 


A I SO STAFF 


156 


'^0-07 


OTH. AGENCY 


21 


I -36 


PARENT/GRDN, 


32 


5-29 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1549 


ICO -00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1549 




CDORQTNATTQN 




PtKCFNTAGE 


P. I. P. 


11 




HRG/VSN SCRN 


12 


9.68 


LST/ARD 


1 


• - ."81 


GRP. TE'^T 


6 


4.84 


AIM HIG 


0 


.00 


LEP 


I 


- .81 


AGENCY PRO, . 


12 


9.68 


PRIDE 


4 


3.23 


ST. RECORDS 


5 


4.03 


OTHER 


72 


58.06 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


124 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


124 





D-29 



91 



AUSTIN iNOEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-04-0I YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 118 - Harris" 



IXB£ 


EM 




WHOi-E CLASS 


165 


15.93 


INDIVIDUAL 


458 


44.21 


SMALL GROUP 


413 


39.86 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1036 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1036 




£RASC)tLS 


MM 


PERCENTAGE 


CRISIS 


233 


12.33 


DEV./PREV. 


619 


32.75 


ACADEMIC 


103 


5.45 


BEHAVIOR 


209 


11.06 


ATTENDANCE 




• 21 


LST/ARD 


204 


10.79 


ASSESSMENTS 


139 


7.35 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


166 


8.78 


OTHER 


213 


11.27 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1890 


- - 100.00 


RL NING TOTAL 


1890 





CONTACT 


fi^ i 


'ERCENTAHE 


STUDENT 


967 


47.64 


TEACHER 


371 


13.28 


AISD STAFF • 


365 


17.98 


OTH« AGENCY 


149 


7.34 


PARENT/GRDN« 


178 


8.77 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


2030 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


20.?0 









PERCENTA.G£ 




149 


20.00 


Hf\G/VSN SCRN 


13 


1.74 


LST/ARD 


202 


27.11 


GRP* TESTING 


55 


7.38 


AIM HIGH 


IC 


1.34 


LEP - 


- l 


;i3 


AGENCY PROG. 


46 


6.17 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. RECORDS 


" 69 


- 9.26 


OTHER 


200 


26.85 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


745 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


745 





D-.30 ■ 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRiCT 
OFFICE OF RFSEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-n4»01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 119 - HIGHLAND PARK 



TYPE 




PERCENTAiLE 


WHOLE CLASS 


36 


4.72 


INDIVIDUAL 


212 


27.79 


SMALL GRGUP 


515 


67.50 


YEAR— END TOTALS 


763 


100 ,00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


763 










CRl SIS 


12 


1.54 


DEv./PREV. 


480 


61.70 


ACADEMIC 


5 


.64 


BEHAVIOR 


219 


28.15 


ATTENDANCE 


1 


.13 


L5T/ARD 


0 


.00 


ASS ESSMENTS 


1 


.13 


FaM ILY/HLTH. 


53 


6.81 


OTHER 


7 


.90 


YEAR«-ENO TOTALS 


778 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


778 




CONTACT 


EA^ 


££B£££lIAfiE 


STUDENT 


145 


38.87 


TtAtHcR 


85 


22.79 


AIoD STAFF 


45 


" " 12.06 




O 




PARENT/GRDN. 


92 


24^,66 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


373 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


373 




CGORDT NATION 


RAM 


PERCENTAGF 


P. I. P. 


16 


28.57 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


1 


1.79 


LST/ARO 


0 


- .00 


GRP. TESTING 


18 


32.14 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


LEP — 


- 6 


- ia.-7r- 


AGENCY PROG. 


2 


3.57 


PRIDE 


1 


1.79 


ST. RECORDS 


0 


.00 


OTHER 


1? 


21.43 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


56 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


56 





D-31 



84.22 



AUSTItl INDEPENDENT SCHOUL DISTRICT 
OFFICE QF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-04-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 162 - HCUSTON 






RAW 


PFRCENTAGI: 


WHOLE CLASS 


0 


.00 


INDIVIDUAL 


635 


33. 26 


SMALL GROUP 


1274 


66 .74 


YEAR-HND TOTALS 


1909 


100.00 


RUNNING TO^AL 


1909 






RAW 


PEPCENTA(^E 


CRISIS 


190 


6.40 


DEV./PREV. 


1521 


51.23 


ACADEMIC 


189 


6.37 


BEHAVIOR 


lOl 


3.40 


ATTENDANCE 


5 


.17 


LST/ARD 


130 


4.38 


ASSESSMENTS 


47 


1.58 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


72 


2.43 


OTHER 


714 


24.05 


YEAR-END TOTAi.S 


2969 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2969 




CONTACT 




PERCENTAGE 


STUDENT 


562 


24.52 


TEACHER 


969 


42.28 


A I SO STAFF 


384 


16;75 


OTH. AGENCY 


36 


1.57 


PARENT/GRDN. 


341 


14.88 


YEAR-fcND TOTALS 


2292 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2292 




lIDQPDINATinW 


RAH 




P • I • 


0 


• 00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


80 


10.90 


LST/ARD 


267 


36,38 


GRP. TESTING 


300 


40.87 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


LEP 


0 


- .00 


AGENCY PROG, 


•0 


•00 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. RECORDS 


8 


1.09 


OTHER 


79 


10.76 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


734 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


734 





D-32 



94 



.ERIC, 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDE^fr SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 120 - JOSLIN 



JXSI 

WHOLE CLASS 
INDIVIDUAL 
SMALL GROUP 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
•RUNNING TOTAL 

REASONS 
CRISIS 
DEV./PREV. 
ACADEMIC 
BEHAVIOR 
ATTENDANCE 
LST/ARD 
ASSESSMENTS 
FAMILY/HLTH. 
OTHER 
■ YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

CONTArT 
STUDENT 
TEACHER 

- AISD "STAFF 

OTH. AGENCY 
PARENT/GRON. 
"YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

"CQPPr/TNATIQCi ' " 
P.I.P. 

HRG/VSN SCRN 
LST/ARD 
GRP. TESTING 
AKH HIGH 

-■tlV 

AoENCY PROG. 

prj;de 

"i^.. RECORDS " 
01i!ER 

YcAR"END TOTAL* 
-RUNNlNaTOTAL 



RAW 


PERCENTAGE 


110 


12.10 


338 


37.18 


461 


50.72 


909 


100.00 


909 






PFRCFNTAGp 


22 


2. 15 


353 


34.47 


102 


9.96 


1 CSX, 


15« 23 


5 


• 49 


35 


3»42 


34 


3*32 


do I 


27»44 


36 


3.52 


1024 


100.00 


1Q24 




n A 1 r 

£Akf 


PERCENTAGE 


502 


52. 51 


204 


21.34 


1 14 


11.92 ~ 


20 


2.09 


116 


12.13 


956 


lOOiOO " 


956 






g£RCEMI/JI£ 


0 


.00 


11 


5.16 


55 


25.82 


126 


59.15 


I 


.47 


0 - 


■~ —.oo-- 


0 


.00 


0 


.00 


- 5" 


2.35 


15 


7.04 


213 


100.00 


213 ■ 





84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSFOZ-O'V-Ol YEAR'-END TOTALS 



SCHOOL 168 - LANGFORD 



yypg 


BAH 


gfBCENTAGF 


WHOLE CLASS 


15 


1.15 


INDIVIDUAL 


185 " 


14.24 


SMALL GROUP 


1099 


84.60 


Y EAR-END TOTALS 


1299 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1299 




REASONS 


EM 


pPRrPNTAGF 


CRISIS 


35 


2.45 


DEV./PREV. 


939 


65.85 


ACADEMIC 


63 


4.42 


BEHAVI OR 


198 


13.88 


ATTENDANCE 


3 


.21 


LST/ARD 


5 


.35 


ASSESSMENTS 


96 


6.73 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


75 


5.26 


OTHER 


12 


.84 


"YEAR-ENO TOTALS - 


1426 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1426 





CONTACT BM fJERCENTAHE 



STUDENT 481 72.22 

TEACHER 103 15.47 

- AISD STAFF 45 • 6.76 

OTH. AGENCY 5 .75 

PARENT/GRDN. 32 ^-80 

■ YEAR-END TOTALS " 666 100.00 

RUNNING TOTAL 666 

- rnnRniNATlON^ ' BAH ' E £ ECE NT A ££ 

; P. I. P. 0 .00 

i HRG/VSN SCRN 0 .00 

LST/ARD 0 ■ .00 " 

GRP. TESTING 45 93.75 

; AIM HIGH 1 2.08 

i'— LEP - - - ~ 0 - — - 

I AGENCY PROG. 0 .00 

1 PRIDE 0 .00 

; ST. RECORDS - ' 0" " .OO" 

! OTHER 2 4.17 

j YEAR-END TOTALS 48 100.00 

i RUNNING TOTAL " 48 



D-34 



SB 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSFO 2-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 122 - MAPLEWOOD 



TYP.E 


RAW 


PERCENTAGE 


WHOLE CLASS 


1 










SMALL fiRnUP 






YEAR-»END TOTALS 


738 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 






REASONS 


RAW 




CRISIS 




1-07 


DEV./PREV. 


695 


33*29 


ACADEMIC 


274 


13.12 


BEHAVIOR 


415 


19.88 


ATTENDANrE 






LST/ARD 


149 


7-14 


ASS ESSME^*^3 


91 


4«36 


F AMILY/HLTH« 


218 


10*44 


OTHER 


179 


8«57 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


2088 


100*00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2088 




CONTACT 


RAW 


pgRCFNTAPS 


STUDENT 


438 


34*41 


TEACHER 


270 


21*21 


Also STAFF 


296 


' 23*25 


U 1 n* AuclNi. T 


148 


1 1 *o j 


PARENT/GRDN. 


121 


9*51 


YEAR-END TOTALS^ 


1273 


' 100*00 


PUNNING TOTAL 


1273 




conRniNATioN - 


~ BAH " 


PERCENTAGE 


p. I. p. 


9 


1.63 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


41 


7.41 


LST/ARD 


131- - 


23.69 


GRP. TESTING 


90 


16.27 


AIM HIGH 


24 


4.34 


LEP- - 


- 0 


- — .00 


AGENCY PROG. 


164 


29.66 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. RECORDS 


■ 1.3 - 


2.35 


OTHER 


81 


14.65 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


553 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


553 











o 

ERIC 



81.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 



SC-CSF02-04-OI 


YEAR' 


-END 


TOTALS 


SCHOOL 123 - MATHEWS 








RAW 


££Bi 


17.80 


WHOLE CLASS 


U9 




INDIVIDUAL 


157 




18.76 


SMALL GROUP 


531 




63.44 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


837 




100.00 




837 








RAW 


££RCENTAfi£ 


CRI SIS 


26 




2.03 


DFV-/PREV. 


386 




30. 16 


ACADEMIC 


229 




17.89 


BEHAVIOR 


313 




24.45 


ATTPWnANrp 

Mil ClNUMl^V^u 


58 




4. 53 


LST/ARD 


52 




4.06 


ASSESSMENTS 


87 




6.80- 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


100 




?• 91 


OTHER 


29 




2.27 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1280 




100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1280 






CONTACT 


EiH 


PER 


CENTAjSf 


STUDENT 


323 




32.73 


TEACHER 


242 




24.52 


AISD STAFF 


180 




18.24 


OTH. AGENCY 


19 




1.93 


PARENT/GRDN. 


223 




22.59 


-YEAR-END TOTALS " 


987 




100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


987 






CQORniNATlQN 


EAJd 


- PFR 


■CENTAfi^ 


P « I « P« 


4 




2.08 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


21 




10.94 


LST/ARD 


83 




43.23 


GRP. TESTING 


40 




20.83 


AIM HIGH 


2 




1.04 


LEP - - - 


- 0 




- .00 - 


AGENCY PROG. 


4 




2.03 


PRIDE 


0 




.00 


ST. RECORDS 


28 




14.58 


OTHER 


10 




5.21 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


192 




100.00 


-RUNNING TOTAL 


- - 192 







ERIC 



D-36 



38 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF 02-04- 01 YEAR-^NO TOTALS 

SCHOOL 124 - METZ 



TYPp 

WHOLE CLASS 
INDIVIDUAL 
SMALL GROUP 
, YEAR-END TOTALS 

• RUNNING TOTAL 

BEASfiNS 

CRISIS 

DEV./PREV. 

ACADEM IC 

BEHAVIOR 

ATTENDANCE 

LST/ARD 

ASSESSMENTS 

FAMILY/HLTH. 

OTHER 

YEAR-ENO TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

£I >N TAC.T 
STUDENT 
TEACHER 
AJSO STAFF 
OTH. AGENCY 
PARENT/GRDN, 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

• p-i.p. 

• HRG/VSN SCRN 
LST/ARO 
GRP. TESTING 

AIM HIGH 

r- tgp - - 

AGENCY PROG. 
PRIDE 

ST. RECORDS 
OTHER 

YEAR-ENO TOTALS 
• -RUNNING TOTAL 



R AW 


D C D r C KIT A C 


35 


3.07 


332 


29.10 


774 


67.84 


1141 




1141 




RAW 




40 


2 ft 


282 




255 


16.46 


770 


49.71 


7 


• 4t> 


68 




20 


1 


67 


4.3 ^ 


40 


2»58 


1549 


100-00 


15^9 




RAW 


PPRfPNTAHP 


264 


24.49 


452 


41 .93 


146 




35 




181 


16.79 


1078 


100.00 


1078 




EAU 


P.ERCENTACr 


6 


2.36 


16 


6.30 


29 


11.42 


52 


20.47 


0 


• GO 


-19 


-7.48 


7 


2.76 


0 


.00. 


26 - 


10.24 


99 


38.98 


254 


lOOvOO 


254- 





ERIC 



D-37 

99 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-0A-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 



SCHOOL 150 - NORHAN 



TYPE 

WHOLE CLASS 
- INDIVIDUAL 
SMALL GROUP 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 



mi ££BCENIAJ5£ 

103 36.14 

140 49.12 

42 14.74 

285 100.00 

285 



RFASnNS 


BM. 


PERCFNTAGE 


CRISIS 


21 


4.02 


DEV./PREV. 


130 


24.86 


ACADEiMIC 


118 


22.56 


BEHAVIOR 


40 


7.65 


ATTENDANCE 


5 


.96 


LST/ARD 


15 


2.87 


ASSESSMENTS 


25 


4.78 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


40 


7.65 


OTHER 


129 


24.67 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


523 


100.00" 


RUNNING TOTAL 


523 





CnNTACf 


fiAM 


£f£CENTAG 


STUDENT 


214 


31.15 


TEACHER 


214 


31.15 


AISO STAFF 


152 


22.13 


OTH. AGENCY 


19 


2.77 


PAREiMT/GRDN. 


88 


12.81 


YEAR-FNO TOTALS 


687 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


637 





— CflQSDJUAIIuCi " 
! P.I-P. 

■ HRG/VSN SCRN 

•LST/ARO 
. GRP. TESTING 
I AIM HIGH 
1 -LEP - 

AGENCY PROG. 

PRIDE 
[" ST; RECORD? 
i OTHER 

! YEAR-END TOTALS 
{•RUNNING TOTAL 



'RAW ££BLE£tEA££ 

1 .29 

53 15.27 

- ■'Iff - •5;i9 - 

14 4.03 

25 7.20 

— 4 1.15- 

12 3.46 

0 .00 

23 6r.63 

197 56.77 

347 100.00 



- 347 - 



D-38 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 



SC-CSF02-04-0I 


YEAR- 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 148 - 


OAK HILL 




TYPE 


RAW 


PERCFNTAGF 


WHOLE CLASS 


26 


1.71 


INDIVIDUAL 


524 


- 34.38 


SMALL GROUP 


974 


63,91 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1524 


100.00 










mi 


PERCENTAnp 


CRISIS 


59 


2.21 


DEV./PREV. 


1176 


44.03 


ACADEMIC 


298 


11.16 


BEHAVIOR - 


450 


16.85 


ATTENDANCE 


4 


.15 


LST/ARD 


35 


1.31 








FAMILY/HLTH. 


334 


12.50 


OTHER 


221 


8.27 


V EAR-END TOTALS 


2671 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2671 




QONTA^n 


EAH 


PERCENTAGE 


STUDENT 


475 


37.37 


TEACHER 


355 


27.93 


AISD STAfT 


217 


17.07 


OTH. AGENCY 


35 


2.75 


PARENT/GRDN, 


ld9 


14.87 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


127X 


ICO. 00 


RUNNING TOTA . 


1271 




CQDRDINATinr " 


" &M 


PERCf:NTAGF 


P. I. P. 


40 


7.58 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


6 


1.14 


LST/ARD 


... __ ^ 


.76 


GRP. TESTING 


103 


19.51 


AIM HIGH 


n 


.00 


LEP - - 


0 - 


• ■ .00 


AGENCY PROG. 


5 


.95 


PRIDE 


4 


.76 


ST. RECORDS 


- 40" 


■ — 7.58 - 


OTHER 


326 


61.74 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


528 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


528 - 





D-39' 

101 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOl. DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSFO 2-04-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 125 - OAK SPRINGS 


TrpE 




££B££tlIA£E 


WHOLE CLASS 


3 




INDIVIDUAL 


82 


9.58 


SMALL GROUP 


771 


90.07 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


856 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


856 








PERCENTAGE 


CRISIS 


3 


.17 


DEV./PREV. 


829 


47.67 


ACADEMIC 


39 


2.24 


BEHAVIOR 


774 


44.51 


ATTENDANCE 


0 


• 00 


L3T/ARD 


10 


•38 


ASSESSMENTS 


16 


• 92 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


10 


.58 


OTHER 


58 


3.34 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1739 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1739 




CQN'TACT 


EM- 


PFRCFNTAGE 


STUDENT 


827 


47.02 


TEACHER 


839 


47.70 


AI SO-STAFF 


40 


' 2. 27 


OTH. AGENCY 


12 


.68 


PARENT/GRDN. 


41 


2.33 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1759 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1759 




CDOfiQIN^lON ■ ■ 


EJM- 


"PERnENTARE 


P. I. P. 


I 


1.22 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


2 


2.44 


LST/ARO 


0 


.00 


GRP. TESTING 


19 


23.17 


AIM HIGH 


1 


1.22 


-LEP 


0 


-QQ- 


AGENCY PROG. 


2 


2.44 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


"ST. RECORDS 


— 0 


— - .00 


OTHER 


57 


69.51 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


82 


100.00 


"RUNNING TOTAL 


82 





D-40 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-0A-0I 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 156 - ODOM 




TYPE 


RAH 


PgRCFNTAr^f 


WHOLE CLASS 


150 


18.47 


INDIVIDUAL 


4A8 


55.17 


SMALL GROUP 


214 


26.35 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


812 


100.00 


. " RUNNING TOTAL 


812 




EfASCJiS 


RAW 


PERCENTAif 


CRISIS 


119 


5.26 


DEV./PREV. 




19.61 


ACADEMIC 


383 


17.14 


BEHAVIOR 


704 


31.10 


ATTENDA NCS 


19 


.84 


LST/ARD 


132 


5.83 


ASSESSMENTS 


77 


3.40 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


359 


15.86 


OTHER 


22 


.97 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


2264 


" 100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2264 




CONTACT 


MM 


PERCFNTApp 


STUDENT 


527 


42.57 


TEACHER 


290 


23.42 


-AISD STAFF 


216 ■ 


17.45 


OTH. AGENCY 


70 


5.65 


PARENT/GRDN, 


135 


10.90 


-YEAR-END TOTALS- 


123r 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1238 




COORnTNATTHN 


' BAM' 


£EEC£NTAGF 


P. I. P. 


21 


6«44 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


21 


6.44 


L3T/ARD 


35 


10.74 


GRP. TESTING 


18 


5.52 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


-LEP- — 


14-- 


4;29- 


AGENCY PROG. 


1 


.31 


PRIDE 


I 


.31 


ST. RECORDS 


- • 5 


1.53 


OTHER 


210 


64.42 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


326 


100.00 


-RUNNING TOTAL 


-326 




n 


-41 





103 



AUSTI.M INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATtON 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/ 17/85 


SC-CSFO 2-04-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 126 - ORTEGA 




TYPE 




PERCENTAGE 


WHOLE CLASS 


163 


19.78 


INDIVIDUAL 


153 


18.57 


SMALL GROUP 


508 


61 .65 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


824 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


824 




REASONS 


RAW 


PFRCFNTAfiF 


CRISIS 


38 


2.80 


DEV./PREV. 


611 


45.06 


ACADEMIC 


221 


16.30 


BEHAVIOR 


199 


14.68 


ATTENDANCE 


18 


1.33 


LST/ARO 


90 


6.64 


ASSESSMENTS 


86 


6.34 


FAMILY/HLTH, 


49 


Z 61 


OTHER 


44 


3.24 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1356 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1356 




CONTACT 


BAH 


££RCENTA££ 


STUDENT 


318 


29.86 


TEACHER 


246 


23.10 


AISD-STAFF 


245 


23.00 


OTH. AGENCY 


26 


2.44 


PARENT/GRDN. 


230 


21.60 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1065 


100.00 ■ 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1065 




COORD T NATION 


RAW 


PFRCENTAGg 


P* I • P* 


0 


•00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


8 


4.04 


LST/ARD 


-85- 


42; 93 


GRP. TESTING 


29 


14.65 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


LEP - 


— 0 


• .00" 


AGENCY PROG. 


0 


.00 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. RECORDS 


68 


"34.34 ■ 


OTHER 


8 


4.04 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


198 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


- 198 





0-42 

104 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 





1 CM A' 




SCHOOL 151 


p ri i nu 




TYPf; 


R AU 


PERCENTAGF 




45 




INDIVIDUAL 


161 


• ^ JL 


SMALL GROUP 


266 


56*36 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


472 


lUO.OO 


RUNNING TOTAL 


472 




REASONS 


RAW 




CRISIS 


7 




DEV*/PRE V* 


311 


47-70 


ACADEMIC 


87 


13. 34 


BEHAVIOR 


140 


21*47 


ATTENDANCE 


6 


• 92 


LST/ARD 


37 


5.67 


ASSESSMENTS 


4 


• 61 


FAMILY/HLTH* 


8 


U23 


OTHER 


52 


7*98 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


652 


100*00 " 


RUNNING TOTAL 


652 




CONTACT 


RAW 


PERCENTAGE 

£J*AW Wli 1 ftitfJU 


STUDENT 


121 


39#80 


TEACHER 


72 


23^68 


AISD STAFF 


66 


21*71 


OTH. AGENCY 


i 


*33 


PARENT/GRDN. 


44 


14»47 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


304 


1 00.00 " 


RUNNING TOTAL 


304 




CDOPDI NATION 




PERCENTAGH 


P. UP. 


0 


.00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


0 


.00 


LST/ARD 


2 


2.08 ■ 


GRP. TESTING 


12 


12.50 


AIM riGH 


0 


.00 


tEp- — 


1 


1.04 


AGENCY PROG. 


0 


.00 


PRIDE 


1 


1.04 


ST. RECORDS 


• "14- 


14.58 


OTHER 


66 


68.75 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


96 


100.00 


RUNNING^ TOTAL- ~ 







AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE Cr RESEARCH AND EVAH ATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 



SC-CSF02-0A-01 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 127 - SANCHEZ 




TYPg 




PERCENTAUE 


WHOLE CLASS 


6 


2.90 


INDIVIDUAL 


83 


40.10 


SMALL GROUP 


118 


57.00 


YEAR-END TO"^ALS 


207 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


207 




PEASnNS 


£^ 


PERCFNTAGE 


CRISIS 


II 


2.08 


DEV,/PREV. 


43 


8.13 


ACADEMIC 


22 


4.16 


BEHAVIOR 


147 ■ 


27.79 


ATTENDANCE 


4 • 


.76 


LST/ARD 


82 


15.50 


ASSESSMENTS 


86 


16.26 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


75 


14,18 


CTHER 


59 


11.15 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


529 


100. O 


RUNNING TOTAL 


529 




CONTACT 


gM 


EEBCEmiSF 


ST'JDENT 


456 


45 .65 


TEACHER 


288 


28.83 


AISD STAFF 


156 


15.62 


OTH. AGENCY 


18 


1.80 


PARENT/GRON. 


81 


8.11 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


999 - 


100.00 


RL.^NING TOTAL 


999 




CnORnTNATTON 


EM 


PFRCgNTAr.F 


P«I.P. 


0 


.00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


38 


14.02 


LST/ARD 


81 


29.89 " 


GRP. TESTING 


92 


33.95 


AIM HIGH 


15 


5.54 


LEP - - 


• - 19 - 


7.31 


AGENCY PROG. 


2 


.74 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


"ST. RECORDS 


• 0 • 


■ • .00 - 


OTHER 


24 


8.86 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


271 


100.00 


■RUNNING TOTAL 


-271- 





106 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/35 
SC-CSF02-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 129 - PECAN SPRINGS 



I1E£ 


RAW 


££RCFNTAfiF 


WHOLE CLASS 


87 




T NDTV T nil Al 


JO # 


54 • DO 


C M A t t r*DOI 1/1 

oflALL bKuuK 


215 


32 


TCAK^triU TUTALo 


669 


100*00 


D 1 1 M M T KJ P T nT A t 

HUNNlNb 1 Ul AL 


^ z. o 

669 




D c A cni^t c 




££RCgNTA£E 


r D T C Y c 


109 


8.07 


DEV./PREV. 


438 


32.42 


ACADEMIC 


93 


6.33 


RFHAVTnR 




Art 1 Q 


ATTCWriA Ktr c 
A 1 1 C iN UA NU C 


3 


• 22 


1 CT / A on 
i / AKU 


53 


3.92 


A cc cccmcmtc 

AooCOOrlCNI O 


ZJ 


2«00 


P AM Tt V / Ul TU 


29 


2« 15 


nTMPP 
u 1 nci\ 




4«15 


T CAf\"CrlU 1 U 1 A*. O 




1 OA A A 

1U0« 00 


DIIMKITMP THTA! 


1351 










O 1 \JU C 1^ 1 


Art 1 


41«1 1 


TP ATl-lPD 




Art A 1 

40 .01 


A 1 ou o 1 Arr 




8.28 


OTH, AGENCY 


20 


1.37 


PARENT/GRON- 


135 


9.23 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1462 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1462 




COORD INATIOCf 


BM 


" PERCENTAfiF 


P^I.P. 


0 


.00 


HR6/VSN SCRN 


0 


.00 


LST/ARD 


7 


7.95" ■ 


GRP. TESTING 


23 


26.14 


AIM HIGH 


17 


19.32 


LEP 


- 0 


.00 


AGENCY PROG. 


10 


11.36 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. RECORDS • 


' 1 


1;14 


OTHER 


30 


34.09 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


88 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


88 





D-45 

107 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/05 



SC-CSF02-0A-01 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 130 - PLEASANT 


Ut T 1 1 


TV DC 


Q AU 
(Sift it 


PERCFNTAGE 


u un 1 c r 1 A ^ c 

ri nu LC U U A O o 




4.06 


I NUX Vi nUAL 


A A C 


41 . <?ft 


CMAI 1 f^DDtlD 

onALU bKUUr 




^ J • ~o 


VPADwPMn TfTTAl ^ 
TCAK^CMiU 1 UI f\LmO 


lUO vJ 


1 nn nn 
lUU •uu 


D MM KIT hifl "rnxAi 


1 UOU 




D C A criKi c 


D A U 




CRISIS 


24 




DEV«/PREV. 


261 




ACADEMIC 


A31 


20.17 


BEHAVIOR 


A22 


19.75 


ATTENDANCE 


20 


.94 


LST/ARD 


123 


5.76 


ASSESSMENTS 


101 


4.73 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


752 


35.19 


OTHER 


3 


.14 


YEAR-END- TOTALS 


- 213T 


100.00 


RUNiMING TOTAL 


2137 




CQNTA£I 


' £AJd 


PFRCFNTAGF 


STUDENT 


1018 


37.06 


TEACHER 


644 


23.44 


AISD STAFF - " 


- 446 


- - 16; 24 


OTH- AGENCY 


151 


5.50 


PARENT/GRDN. 


488 


17.76 


YEAR-END TOTAL? 


■2747 


100.00" 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2747 





i~ COORD I NATION" ' 
I P. I. P. 
I HRG/VSN SCRN 
■ LST/ARD 
I GRP. TESTING 
; AIM HIGH 
- LEP - 

AGENCY PROG. 

PRIDE 
"ST; RECORDS^ 

OTHER 
! YEAR-END TOTALS 
r- RUNNING TOTAL ~ 
i 

D-46 

108 



RAW PPRCFNTAG g- 

173 17.60 
50 5.09 

177 -"'IB.OV 

174 17.70 
11 1.12 

3 ;3i- 

36 3.66 

3 .31 

-■34 3.46~ 

322 32.76 

983 100.00 

— 983 " ~ 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL OISTRIC 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 

* 


AS OF 


UD/ i f / O D 


SC-CSFO 2-04-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 131 - READ 










WHOLE CLASS 


111 


22.65 


INDIVIDUAL 


202 


41.22 




iff 


36.12 


Y t:AK**trJU TUTAL b 


AO A 


100.00 


D t IM Kl t M f* Tn T A 1 

KUNN INb lUlAL 


AO A 






D AU 


D CD /" CMT A fiC 


f* D 7 C t C 


i c 


1.15 


uc V« / PKcV» 




23.97 


ACADEMIC 


255 


24.45 


BEHAVIOR 


243 


23.30 


ATTPMHA wrp 
All UriUfA vi\^ C 




.19 


1 CT / A D n 

L5T / ARU 




22.34 






1.63 


r An IL T/ nc 1 Ma 


O 


.58 


u 1 n c i< 






VPAPsPKin TOTAt C 


1 f\LJX 


100.00 


DIIKlKlYKI/1 TnTAI 
KUi>l(>il iNU 1 U 1 AL 


1 rtA^ 
i U*f ^ 






D A U 


££gCENTAr»£ 


cTi inp mt 


J JLw 


35.27 


TPAruPP 




25.37 


AT Cn -^T APP ' ' 




20.48 


U 1 rf • AUcNLT 




2.62 


PARENT/GRDN. 


1A3 


16.27 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


879 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


979 






• EAM 


- PFRCFNTAGF 




0 


.00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


4 


1.27 


LST/ARD 


- 194 


- 61.39 


GRP. TESTING 


2 


.63 


AIM HIGH 


1 


.32 


LEP 


- -26 


8.23 


AGENCY PROG. 


10 


3.16 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


ST. RECORDS 


• - 46 


14.56 


OTHER 


33 


10.44 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


316 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL"- • 


316 





AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-0A-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 132 - REILLY 



I12E 




PFRCFNTAHP 


WHOLE CLASS 


1 


1 Q 

. IB 


- INDIVIDUAL 


360 


66.42 


SMALL GROUP 


181 


33.39 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


542 


100.00 


" RUNNING TOTAL 


542" 


- 


REASONS 


RAV 


PFRCFNTAGF 


CRISIS 


61 


3.08 


DEV./PREV. 


472 


23.83 


ACADEMIC 


366 


1 Q A Q 
iO •HO 


BEHAVIOR 


360 


18.17 


ATTENDANCE 


9 


.45 


LST/ARD 


211 


10.65 


ASSESSMENTS 


60 


3.03 


FAMILY/HLTH, 


262 


13.23 


OTHER 


180 


9.09 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1981 


100.00 " 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1981 




CONTACT 


MM 


PERCFNTAGE 


STUDENT 


430 


34.68 


TEACHER 


331 


26.69 


— AI SCr- STAFF ~ - 


-— 316 


25.48— 


OTH. AGENCY 


56 


4.52 


PARENT/ GKUN» 


10 f 


O 90^ 


'YEAR-END TOTALS 


" 1240- 


100.00— 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1240 




rnnRniNATTON 


— ' BAH" 


~ P{;RrFNTACE~ 




0 


.00 


! HRG/VSN SCRN 


28 


5o98 


' - LST/ARD 


171 


36.54 ' 


I GRP. TESTING 


130 


27.78 


1 AIM HIGH 


I 


.21 


— LEP~ 


0 


.00- 


AGENCY PROG. 


37 


7.91 


PRIDE 


0 


.00 


^ ST; RECORDS 


21 


4.49-- 


; OTHER 


80 


17.09 


1 YEAR-END TOTALS 


468 


100.00 


p-RUNNI NG" TOTAL " 

1 


468 




1 

I. 


D-48 


110 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC'-CSF02-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 133 - RIDGETOP 



TYEE 


MM 


PERCENTAGg 


WHOLE CLASS 


71 




INDIVIDUAL 


157 


55.87 


SMALL GROUP 


53 


18.86 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


281 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


281 








££RCSNTAfi£ 


CRISIS 


44 


10.09 


OEV./PREV. 


124 


28.44 


ACADEMIC 


37 


8.49 


BEHAVIOR 


145 


33.26 


ATTENDANCE 


3 


.69 


LST/ARD 


16 


3.67 


ASSESSMENTS 


1 


.23 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


20 


4.59 


OTHER 


46 


10.55 • 


YEAR-END- TOTALS 


436 


100 -.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


436 




CONTACI 


EAM 


PERCFNTAGF 


STUDENT 


79 




TEACHER 


49 


23.22 


AISD-STAFF- . 


— 54 


25.59 


OTH. AGENCY 


3 


1.42 


PARENT/GRON. 


26 


12.32 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


21 r 


- 100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


211 





CnORnTNATTHN " 


EM- 


"pERCErrrflGE 




0 


• 00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


3 


2.13 


tST/ARO 


17- 


12; 06 


GRP. TESTING 


15 


10.64 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


LEP^- 


- 21 


- -14.89 - 


AGENCY PROG. 


0 


.00 


PRIDE 




2.84 


ST. RECORDS - 


"28 


19.86 


OTHER 


53 


37.59 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


141 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL- " 


- 141 





l-M 



84.22 



'AUSTIN. INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSFC 2-04-0 I YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 136 - ST. ELMO 



WHOLE CLASS 
INDIVIDUAL 
SMALL GROUP 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
' RUNNING TOTAL' 

BFASflNS 
CRISIS 
DEV./PREV. 
ACADEMIC 
BEHAVIOR 
ATTENDANCE 
LST/ARD 
ASSESSMENTS 
FAMILY/HLTH. 
OTHER 

YEAR-ENO TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

(•■HNTACT 
STUDENT 
TEACHER 

r AISD STAFF 

OTH, AGENCY 
PARENT/GRON. 
' YEAR-END TOTALS" 
RUNNING TOTAL 

-CDDBDIMLLflCl "~' 

P • I • P 

HRG/VSN SCRN 
LST/ARD 
GRP. TESTING 
AIM HIGH 

- LEP 

AGENCY PROG. 
PRIDE 

ST.- -RECORDS 
OTHER 

YEAR-END TOTALS 

- RUNNING TOTAL 516 



BAH 


BFRf.fNTACH 


1 


.11 


833 


VU • ' *t 


84 


V • ID 


918 


100 •00 


918 






ppRCENTAGt: 


476 


^ f • 


267 


1 «5 
ID • 


27<) 


16.19 


318 


18.46 


35 


2.03 


68 


3.95 


48 


2.79 


204 


11.84 


28 


1.63 


1723 


-100.00 


1723 




fiAU 


pfpC-FNTAGE 


487 


31.26 


631 


40.50 


294 


18.87- 


39 


2.50 


107 


6.87 


1558 


100.00 


I5*?8 





0 



EFRCENTAGf 
.00 



6 


1.16 


143 


27.71 


66 


12.79 


5 


.97 


25 


- 4.84 


12 


2.33 


0 


.00 


3T~ 


- 7.17" 


222 


43.02 


516 


100.00 



ERIC 



U-DU 



112 



84.22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
O^FlCE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-04-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 139 - SIMS 




TYPfi 


RAW 


E£RCENTAri£ 


WHOLE CLASS 


AO 


5.65 


INDIVIDUAL 


281 


39.69 


SMALL GROUP 


387 


54.66 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


708 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


708 




REASONS 


RAW 




CRISIS 


23 


2.01 


DEV./PRcV. 


463 


40.40 


ACADEMIC 


179 


15.62 


BEHAVIOR 


75 


6.54 


ATTENDANCE 


3 


.26 


LST/ARD 


96 


8.38 


ASSESSMENTS 


60 


5.24 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


128 


11.17 


OTHER 


119 




Y EAR-END TOTALS 


1146 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1146 


CONTACT 


RAW 


££RCENTA.G£ 


STUDENT 


335 


30.56 


TEACHER 


456 


36.19 


AISD STAFF " 


241 


- 19.13 


OTH, AGENCY 


40 


3.17 


PARENT/GRDN. 


138 


10.95 


YEAR-END TOTALS" 


1250 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1260 




COORDTNATT^M ~ 


£Atf 


PERCFNT/ipF 


P. I. P. 


43 


10.46 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


69 


16.79 


LST/ARD - 


9J 


22.63 


GRP. TESTING 


27 


6.57 


AIM HIGH 


0 


• 00 


LEP - 


56 


13.63 


AGENCY PROG, 


2 


.49 


PRIDE 


1 


.24 


ST. RECORDS - - 


--59 


14.36 


OTHER 


61 


14.84 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


411 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


411 





D-51 



ERIC 



113 



84,22 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
i OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSFO 2-0 4-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 158 - SUNSET VALLEY 



WHOLE CLASS 
INDIVIDUAL 
SMALL GROUP 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

REASONS 

CRI SI S 

DEV./PREV. 

ACADEMIC 

BEHAVIOR 

ATTENDANCE 

LST/ARD 

ASS ESSMENTS 

FAMILY/HLTH. 

OTHER 

YEAR-END TOTALS- 
RUNNING TOTAL 

CONTACT 
STUDENT 
TEACHER 

AISU- STAFF 

OTH. AGENCY 
PARENT/GRDN. 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 



[NATION " 
P.I«P. 

HRG/VSN SCRN 
LST/ARD 
GRP. TESTING 
AIM HIGH 

-tEP 

AGENCY PROG. 
PRIDE 

"ST; RECORDS 

OTHER 

YEAR-tND TOTALS 
■RUNNING TOTAL 



52 
476 
697 
1225 
1225 



££RCeNTAg£ 
4.24 
38.86 
56.90 
100.00 




RAW - PERCENTA GF 
1 .24 
15 3.66 
82 20.00 ~ 

63 15.37 
20 4.88 

- -4 — ;98- 

9 2.20 
1 .24 

98 Z3.90 ■ 

117 28.54 
410 100.00 
410 



ERIC 



D-52 



114 



AUSTIN TNDEPENDE^f^ SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 
SC-CSFO 2-0 4-01 
SCHOOL 140 - T 

• TYp,E 
WHOLE CLASS 
INDIVIDUAL 
SMALL GROUP 
YEAR-END TOTALS 

" RUNNING TOTAL 

I PEASflNf) 

• CRISIS 
OEV,/PREV. 
ACADEMIC 
BEHAVIOR 
ATTENDANCE 
LST/ARD 
ASSESSMENTS 
FAMILY/HLTH. 
OTHER 

YEAP-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

rONTACI 
STUDENT 
TEACHER 

— AtSO-STAFF - 
OTH. AGENCY 
PARENT/GRDN. 

-YEAR-END TOTALS 
'■ RUNNING TOTAL 

r "COORPINATIOM 

1 P. I. P. 

: HRG/VSN SCRN 

LST/ARD 

GRP. TESTING 

AIM HIGH 

- ..^gp 

AGENCY PROG. 
PRIDE 
■ ST. RECORDS 
OTHER 

YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL ■ 



i-lO 



AS OF 05/17/85 

YEAR-END TOTALS 
AVIS HEIGHTS 







123 


A A • ^ ^ 


265 


25.83 


638 


62.18 


1026 


100.00 


1026 




mi 


PFRrFNTAGf 


48 


3.79 


334 


26.36 


219 




219 


17.29 


7 


.55 


13 


1.03 


149 


11.76 


160 


12.63 


118 


9.31 


1267 


100.00 


1267 




MM 


PERCENT /kGF 


114 


26.95 


147 


34.75 


83 


- 19;62 


12 


2.84 


67 


15.84 


423 


100.00 - 


423 






gERCENTAfig 


4 


*87 


13 


2.83 


3 


.65 


159 


34.57 


63 


13.70 


43 


9.35 


1 


.22 


0 


.00 


29- 


6.30 


145 


31.52 


460 


100.00 


460 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSFO 2-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 

SCHOOL 141 - WALNUT CREEK 



IlEJE 


RAW 


PFRCFNTAGE 


WHOLE CLASS 


83 


17.26 


i NUl VIUUAL 


186 


38.67 


SMALL GROUP 


212 


44.07 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


481 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


481 






RAW 


PPRCFNT^nF 


CRISIS 


53 


4.41 


DEV./PREV. 


327 


27.18 


ACADEMIC 


189 


15.71 


BtnAV lOK 


225 


18.70 


ATTENDANCE 


11 


.91 


LST/ARD 


67 


5.57 


ASSESSMENTS 


115 


9.56 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


52 


4,32 


OTHER 


164 


13.63 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1203 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1203 




CONTACT 


RAW 


PERC^NTAGf 


STUDENT 


397 


31.63 


TEACHER 


413 


32.91 


AISD" STAFF 


279- 


22.23 


OTH. AGENCY 


33 


2.63 


PARENT/GRON. 


133 


10.60 


YEAP-ENO TOTALS 


1255 


" 100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1255 




COORDINATION 




PERCENTAGE 


P. I. P. 


1 


.20 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


25 


4.99 


LST/ARD 


61 - 


" - 12.18 


GRP. TESTING 


34 


6.79 


AIM HIGH 


0 


.00 


LEP - - - 


- 49 


- 9,78 


AGENCY PROG. 


7 


1.40 


PRIDE 


0 


• 00 


ST. RECORDS - 


53 


10.58 


OTHER 


271 


54.09 


YEAP-ENO TOTALS 


501 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


— 501 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-OA-01 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 166 - WILLIAMS 




TYPE 


RAW 


PFRCFNTACIf- 


WHOLE CLASS 


11 


2.03 


INDIVIDUAL 


287 


53.05 


SMALL GROUP 


243 


44.92 


YEAR-END TOTALS 




100.00 


RUNNING TOTAI 


541 




REASDNS 


ft AU 




CRISIS 


40 


2.11 


DEV./PREV. 


117 


6.18 


ACADEMIC 


378 


19.98 


BEHAVIOR 


197 


10.41" 


ATTENDANCE 


16 


.85 


LST/ARO 


621 


32.32 


ASSESSMENTS 


251 


13.27 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


138 


7.29 


OTHER 


134 


7.08 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1892 


100. 00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1892 




CONTACT 


RAW 


PFRCFNTAGF 


STUDENT 


931 


47.09 


TEACHER 


414 


20.94 


A ISO- STAFF 


- 346" 


17.50" 


OTH, AGENCY 


62 


3.14 


PARENT/GRDN. 


224 


11.33 


YEAR-END TOTALS ' 


1977 


— "100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1977 




cnoRnTNATinfi - - 


~KM 


-PERCf-NTAGE- 


p • I«»p» 


29 


2.83 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


57 


5.57 


CST/ARD 


54? 


52.93 


GRP. TESTING 


233 


22.75 


AIM HIGH 


20 


1.95 


tEP 


0-- 


;00- 


AGENCY PROG. 


3 


.29 


PRIDE 


1 


.10 


ST." RECORDS - 


-—2T- 


"~ 2.64 


OTHER 


112 


10.94 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1024 


100.00 


RUNNING "TOTAL 


-1024 





o 
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AUSTIN VNDEPENOENT SCHOCIL DISTRICT 
OFFICE QF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS 


AS OF 


05/17/85 


SC-CSF02-04-C1 


YEAR 


-END TOTALS 


SCHOOL 157 - WINN 






RAM 


PERCFNTAG^ 


WHOLE CLASS 


337 


12.30 


INDIVIDUAL 


1273 


46.48 


SMALL GROUP 


1129 


41.22 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


2739 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2739 




££A5QtlS 


RAW 


££BCENTAfi£ 


CRISIS 


100 


3.90 


DEV./PREV. 


453 


17.65 


ACADEMIC 


338 


13. 17 


BEHAVIOR 


325 


12.66 


ATTENDANCE 


14 


.55 


LST/ARD 


326 


12.70 


ASSESSMENTS 


88 


3.43 


FAMILY/HLTH. 


169 


6.58 . 


OTHER 


754 


29,37 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


2567 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


2567 






EAH 


PERCENTAGE 


3TUDENT 


690 


38.90 


TEACHER 


A43 


24.97 


A ISO STAFF 


384 


21.65 


OTH, AGENCY 


64 


3.61 


PARENT/GRDN. 


193 


10.88 


"YEAR-END TOTALS 


1774 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1774 




"COORD I NAT! C3N 


£^ 


P'uRCENTAgp 


P« I • P* 


7 


.96 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


32 


4.40- 


LST/ARD - - 




7.98 


GRP. TESTING 


226 


31.09 


AIM HIGH 


68 


9.35 


-LEP- 


0 


— .00 


AGENCY PROG. 


12 


1.65 


PRIDE 


2 


.28 


STv RECORDS 


- -28 


3.85 


OTHER 


294 


40.44 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


727 


100.00 


-RUNNING TOTAL 


727 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-04-01 YEAR-END TOTALS 





WCCLDRIDGE 


TYPP 




PPRC^NTAGE 


WHOLE CLASS 


80 


10.34 


INDIVIDUAL 






SMALL GROUP 


122 


l!i^T6 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


774 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


774 




REASONS 




PgPCENTAgE 


CRISIS 


59 


4.79 


DEV./PREV. 


290 


23.52 


ACADEMIC 


138 


11.19 


BEHAVIOR 






ATTENDANCE 


33 


2.68 


LST/ARD 


28 


2.27 


ASSESSMENTS 


48 


3.89 


FAM ILY/HLTH. 


308 


24.98 


OTHER 


35 


2.84 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1233 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1233 




CONTACT 


&AU 


PERC^NTAr.f 


STUDENT 


443 


34.97 


TEACHER 


266 


20.77 


AISD STAFF 


209 


16.32 


OTH. AGENCY 


102 


7.96 


PARENT/GRDN. 


2 56 


19.98 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


• 1281 


100-00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


1281 




COORniMftHOM 


fiAJtf 




P.l.P. 


0 


• 00 


HRG/VSN SCRN 


35 


8.12 


LST/ARD 


iir- 


- - 25.75 


GRP. TESTING 


111 


25.75 


AIM HIGH 


8 


1.86 


LEP - 


3 


• .70" 


AGENCY PROG. 


1 


.23 


PRIDE 


16 


3.71 


ST. RECORDS 


• 4 


• .93 


OTHER 


142 


32.95 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


431 


100.00 


RUNNING -TOTAL 


- 431 ^ 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 



COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSFO2-O4-01 - YEAR-END TOTALS 



SCHOOL 145 " ZAVALA 



TYF E 


O A LJ 


PcB£.rNTAWc 


WHOLE CLASS 


1 


• 34 


INDIVIDUAL 


231 


79ai 


^nALL OKUUr 


AC 




YcAR^ci iU TUT AL5 


fc.^ ^ 




kunning total 


cri c. 






D AU 




CRI 5 15 


HO 




DcV» /PRtV» 






mCAOEMIC 


299 


22*12 


BEHAVIOR 


4A6 


32*99 


ATTCKIHA WrP 

A 1 1 cnuA eNL c 


O if 




L5T /AkCi 


1 AH 


X 1 • o ^ 


ASScooncNi o 


C^A 


A 1 A 


n AUTi v/ui Tlj 
r An ILY/ HL' n» 


^ 1 Q 




UTHcR 


1 A 


1 HA 


Y cAR"cND TUTALo 




^ nn nn 
xuu • uu 


n iMKt T Kl^ TOT Al 

R. »NN1 Nb 1 U 1 AL 


1^ 






D AU 


ocorcMT apt: 


ilUutNT 


7A7 
t *f f 




TnACnnR 


HOT 


O/^ AQ 


A T CTACC 


AQ1 


^A 


□Tn« AocNi.T 


J V 




PARENT/GRDN. 


240 


12.02 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


1997 


100.00 


RUNNING TOTAL 


19 57 




-'•nnRnTNATTON - 




PERCENTAGE 


j p , I , P a 


1 


.13 


' HRG/VSN SCRN 


0 


.00 


• LST/ARD 


369 


49.60 


GRP. TESTING 


116 


15.59 


AIM HIGH 


I 


.13 


. LEP 


- I 


.13 


1 AGENCY PROG. 


4 


.54 


\ PRIDE 


24 


3.23 


' ST.- RECORDS 


0 


- .00 - 


OTHER 


228 


30.65 


YEAR-END TOTALS 


744 


100.00 


"RUNNING TOTAL 


744 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

CnUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85 
SC-CSF02-OA-01 YEAR-ENO TOTALS 

SCHOOL 146 - ZILKER 



WHOLE CLASS 
INDIVIDUAL 
SMALL GROUP 
YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

CRISIS 

DEV./PREV, 

ACADEMIC 

Bfe'HAVlOR 

ATTENDANCE 

LST/ARD 

ASSESSMENTS 

FAMILY/HLTH, 

OTHER 

YEAR-END TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

«?TUOENT 
.EACHER 
AISD STAFF 
OTH. AGENCY 
PARENT/GRON. 
YEAR-ENO TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 

P. I. P. 

HRG/VSN SCRN 
LST/ARO 
GRP. TESTING 
AIM HIGH 
LEP- - - • - ■ 
AGENCY PROG. 
PRIDE 

ST. RECORDS 
OTHER 

YEAR-ENO TOTALS 
RUNNING TOTAL 



P AU 




19 


2.16 


221 


25*14 


639 






inn nn 






RAW 




44 




453 




243 


18*87 


106 


8.23 


5 


• 39 


57 


4»43 


203 


15.76 


108 


8 .39 


69 


5»36 


1288 


100-00 


1288 




SAW 


PPRCFNTAGP 


541 


40«40 


459 


34*2 8 


183 


13-67 


42 


^ • **t 


114 


8.51 


1339 


"■ 100.00" 


1339 




BAM 


EERCEHJiC£ 


0 


• 00 


8 


2.78 


50 


17.36 


172 


59.72 


1 


.35 


0 


.00 


0 


.00 


0 


.00 


19 


■ ■ 6.':o 


38 


13.19 


288 


100.00 , 


288 
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PROJECT ACHIEVE 



122 

E-l 



84.22 



PROJECT ACHIEVE 



Purpose 

Project Achieve is one of the programs constituting the Secondary 
Component of SCE. The major goal of Project Achieve is "to raise the 
reading achievement test scores of students who read at all levels of 
reading proficiency." 



Procedure 

Project Description 

Project Achieve provides for two reading specialists on each secondary 
school campus wiio work in close liaison with the Instructional Coordi- 
nator, Secondary Reading, in planning and implementing an effective 
reading program on each secondary campus. SCE provided $176,269 for 18 of 
the reading specialists and three project aides. 

The reading specialist teach four class periods in read.ng and use one 
class period to implement Project Achieve. During this period, they 
team-teach or plan with language arts teachers and other content area 
teachers who share the identified (same) student population. In addition, 
Project Achieve staff provide systematic inservice training for local 
campus area teachers in helping to raise the reading achievement test 
scores of students. 

Project Achieve was designed primarily for students enrolled in grades 8 
and 9 who have not attained a minimum competency level of 9.0 as measured 
by the TEAMS criterion-referenced tests or by other AISD-administered 
standardized reading achievement tests. 

The Reading Specialist teaches mini-sessions in TABS skills, study skills, 
and test-taking skills in language arts classes. In addition, the Reading 
Specialist is responsible to: 

• Study scope/sequence of the English/Language Arts Curriculum for 
8th and 9th grades and recommend strategies for including TABS 
skills in the program. 

• Assist language arts teachers in identifying optimal means of 
teaching the TABS skills in CLA and other 8th and 9th grade 
language arts classes. 

• Keep records on all students who have not attained reading 
competency and track their progress from grade 8 through Basic 
Reading Skills I & II and Intermediate Reading Skills I and II 
through Reading Tutorial. 



O E-2 
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• Diagnose and evaluate students referred by counselors or content 
teachers and maintain records on diagnostic test results, 

• Assess materials for reading level; assist, when possible in 
seeking/designing materials to meet assessed needs of students in 
all curricula areas. 

• Serve as a diagnostician for teacher/counselor referred students. 

• Maintain materials library for teachers on current research on 
teaching reading. 

Data Analysis 

The Office of Research and Evaluation conducted a districtwide survey of 
administrators and teachers which included questions about Project Achieve, 



Results 

The results show that: 

• 5,109 students were served, but 

• Over one-fourth of the administrators and one-half of the teachers 
did not know about or did not utilize the program, 

• Less than 25% of the teachers agreed that Project Achieve services 
were effective.- 

• No data is available for the impact of the Project on reading 
proficiency. 

It is suggested Project Achieve suffers from a lack of visibility and that 
teachers may be receiving Project Achieve services without being aware of 
them. But the negative responses from those who do know about the Project 
is indeed disturbing. 
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84.22 » 

I 

PLANNER LOG 



Purpose 

The Planner Log provided information to address the following decision and 
evaluation questions: 

Decision Question D4: If SCE is refunded for 1985-86, should the 
Planning Component be continued as is, modified, or discontinued? 

Evaluation Question D4-1: What activities were documented by 
the Grants Planning Coordinator? 

Evaluation Question D4-2: What activities in the District were 
funded with SCE monies? 



Procedure 

The Planning Component consisted of a grants planning coordinator and a 
secretary. The grants planning coordinator was responsible for the 
planning process for the overall SCE Program, completion of forms to TEA, 
budget planning with component coordinators, and general technical 
assistance to different SCE components as requested. The grants planning 
coordinator is also responsible to assist in the monitoring process for 
compensatory grants. 



Results 

Attachment F-1 contains a copy of the Planner's Log submitted for the 
period of August 1, 1984 to April 12, 1985* The log provides a brief 
description of the Planner's activity, the population impacted by the 
activity and the end product of that activity. 
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Attachment F-1 
(Page 1 of 3) 



PLANNING COORDINATOR'S 



PUNNING A C r XVI T IES DOmC 8/1/84-4/ 12/35 



planning 



BCPULmON(S) 
IMPACTED 



IDeveloped and received funding 
for a career education grant 
from TEA ; established budgets 
and oversaw implementation of 
grant > (by Office of Vocational 
Education, Margaret Lindsey) 

2. Developed and received fundi nc 
fdr a grant from the Texas 
Committee for the Humanities 
to have a cooperative effort 
with the school iistrict, 
brining? consultant on Native 
American contributions into 
the school district. 

3. Wrote and got funded a grant 
,from the the B.Dal ton Book- 
sellers to bring in consultant 
Bill Halloran, expert on 
children's literature to work 

directly with teachers and 
low- income parents 



junior high school 
students 



4. Represented the school districit 
with legislative efforts 
on the federal level to get 
legislation passed, appropria- 
tions passed, etc. to benefit 
disadvantaged students 

SDeveloped a grant with the 
University of Texas and AISD 
for a National Endowment for 
the Humanities grant to provide 
svmer institutes and follow-up 
during the year for teachers 
teaching world literature 



elementary school 
students (5-6 gradejs 



parents (Winn and 
Pecan Springs); 
students, el em. 

and junior high sch. 

teachers/adminis-i- 

istrators 

students 



END PHODUCT 



handbook (to be completed 
in May, 1985) with activ- 
ities to integrate into 
science and language arts 
instruction. 



students (secondary); 
secondary teachers 



curriculum guide for teaci' 
) ing Native American story 
entitled "Who Speaks for 
Wolf," presentacion by 
consultant to teachers and 
elementary students 



parent workshop, reading 
motivation program at 
Winn and Pecan'Springs, 
admi ni stra tor/ teacher 
workshop 



development of grants for 
magnet schools, math/science 
funds appropriated; contacts 
with our Congressional dele- 
gation on key legislative 
efforts for our district, 

grant for submission on 
5/15/85 



POPULATIONS Cffi ACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS 



1. Tielft I scudenca 

Z. Tidft I Migrant studencs 

3. BlUsgual itudtncs 

4. SCS studftxiC3 

5. Special Education students 

6. Written Composition stx;uients 



ERIC 



7» Elementary students 

8. Secondary students 

9. Community members 

10. Selected d:*,str±ct personnel 

(specify) 
U* Other (specify) 
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Attachment F- 

(Page 2 of 3) 



1 



PLANNING COORDINATOR'S FORMS 



PLANNING ACTIVITIES DORING 8/1/8^-4/12/85 



planning coordinator: 
, Joan Burnham 



A CTiVm 



BOPUIAIION(S) 
IHPACIED 



END PRODUCT 



6. Worked with the Department of 
Elenientary Education and the U.T. 
Department zf Children's Drama 
to develop a program using 
theater arts to addre3S:essential 
elements in social studies and 
language arts 

7. Coordinated committee efforts 
to establish a "key school, 
collaborative experimental 
school site with the University 
of Texas School of Education 

. Assisted with Office's efforlis 
to monitor state legislation anc 
the actions of the SBOE 



elementary students 
teachers (training) 



grant to be submitted in 
July of 1985 to the Nationa 
Endowment to the Arts 



elementary, middle, 
and secondary studenjtscommi 



establishment of an ongoing 
'ttee of AISD and U.T. 
staff members to meet durinc 
a planning year, 1985-86 



a. Developed planning documents 
to district use in implementing 
H.B. 72 .and drafted revised 
policies in some cases 

10. monitored legislative efforts 
on the federal level, developing 
legislative analyses for district 
use 



11. Provided technical assistancfe 
to other staff members in distripts 
Dn grant funding sources 



12. Designed and implemented a 
lomprehensive study for the 
Reorganization Task Force on 
:entral office resource allocati 
:o the campuses 



elementary and second 
ary students 



administrators, 
teachers, and student 
(all levels) 



district administra 
>tors 



planning documents, policy 
drafts 



wrcJte legislative updates, 
communicated district view 
points on issues to Cong, 
delegation members 

grant applications developec 
by other staff persons 



Reorganization Task 
Force members. Citizens 
Advisory Task Force 
oh(Reorganization) , 
Cabinet 



completed written study 
for Task Force 



POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIEY GRADE LEVELS: 



I. Tide I students 

1. Title I Migrant students 

3. Bilingual Students 

4. SCE students 

5« Special Education students 

6. Written Compositloa students 



7*. Elementary students 

8. Secondary students 

9. Comsunlty members 

lOr Selected district personnel 

(specify) 
U, Other (specify) 
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Attachment F- 
(Page 3 of 3} 



1 



PLANNING ACTTTITIES DURING 



8/1/84-4/12/85 



PLAHIftING COORDINATOR: Joan Burnham 



13. Reviewed possible funding 
sources for district priorities 
from external funding sources 
on an ongoing basis 

14 • Met with staff members on 
math/science new monies, magne 
school funds, NSF monies, and 
began planning efforts for 
major district grants 



15. Began establishing a meeting 
schedule for development of 
of training grant for school 
team in alcohol and drug 
prevention 

ISDeveloped and set up a major 
visitation trip of secondary 
principles to Eastern public 
and private high schools 

17. Served on Volunteer Handbook 
Committee to design handbook 
for campuses 



BOPUIAIION(S) 
IMPACTED 



all divisions of 
school district 



elementary and seconc 
ary students; teacherfs 
at both levels 
(staff development) 

gifted students 
(elem. level). 

junior and senior 
high students 
at one junior high 
school and a senior 
high school 



secondary principals 



elementary and second 
ary students, parents 
staff 



END PIIODUCT 



contacted appropriate district 
personnel on funding source^ 
and in some instances wrote 
grants 

•overseeing development of 
major district grants 
in these areas (3-4), which 
will be submitted in late 
spring, early summer to 
funding sources 



grant will be submitted 
to the Dept. of Ed. Southwest 
Regional Training Center 
on May 6 to provide traininc 
funds for this purpose. 



trip visitations to 6 schoo 
in October 



Volunteer Handbook for district 



POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GKPJiE LEVELS; 



1. Title I stiidents 

2. Title I Migrant students 

3. Bilingual Students 

4. SCE students 

5. Special Education students 

6. Written Composition students 



7*. Elementary students 
B* Secondary students 
9, Community members 

10. Selected district personnel 
(specify) 

11 . Other (specify) 
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TRANSITIONAL BILINGUAL EDUCATION (TBE) 



Four transitional bilingual education teachers (See Attachment G-1) served 
LEP junior high school students. The entire program is currently housed 
at Murchison Junior High. Funds were provided for staff and materials. A 
full-time ESOL bilingual aide was also available for the TBE program. 

There were 88 Spanish-dominant LEP students served by the Murchison 
Bilingual Program this year. To determine their progress in learning 
three anlayses were conducted. 

• t-test of Language Assessment Battery (LAB) gain scores (See 
Figure G-1). 

• t-test of ITBS gain scores (See Figure G-2). Only those students 
with an ITBS score from both last year and this were used. 

• Frequency distribution of program participants' ITBS scores 
(Reading, Language, Math computation) in 1984 and in 1985. 
(Included in these distributions is the percent who did not take 
the subtest--presumably because their English was limited to the 
extent they could not take the test.) 

LAB t-Test 

In the fall, the LAB was administered to determine the English proficiency 
of all secondary students with a hcrne Idnguage other than English who were 
new to the District and those students in the Murchison TBE Program. 

The spring English LAB posttest was administered to all the LEP students 
in the Bilingual Program at Murchison and to those LEP students at other 
schools whose LEP status might change as a result. Students tested 
included those who scored at the 23rd percentile or above on both the 
reading and language subtests of the District's achievement test (ITBS for 
grades 7 and 8; TAP for grades 9-12) except those with both scores at or 
above the 40th percentile. Only Murchison, with its Bilingual Education 
Program, had enough LAB scores to calculate the basic statistics. 

Because many of these students do not take districtwide achievement tests 
due to their limited English proficiency, the LAB is our best means of 
determining English language development. The information provided in 
Figure G-1 indicates that the English proficiency of the two groups is 
essentially equal and tnat their growth in English language skills was 
essentially paral lei . 
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- Figure G-1: ENGLISH LAB RAW SCORE PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS IN THE 
MURCHISON BILINGUAL PROGRAM. 



ITBS t-test 

The information from Figure G-2 indicates strong growth in all the areas 
measured for the 7th grade participants with ITBS scores in both 1984 and 
1985. The growth ranged from a low of 1.38 years in math to a high of 
1.46 in reading. Because these students' scores are typically well below 
the nacional norm, it is essential that they gain at a rate greater thaa a 
year for each year in school. Otherwise they will fall farther behind 
rather than "catch up." While ihe achi3Vem6nt of 7th grade students in 
the program is progressing well, the progress of 8th grade participants is 
not as satisfactory. 



U32 









1985 


1984 










Grade 




N 


Posttest 


Pretest 


Gain 


' SE 


t 


P 




Reading 


22 


5.11 


3.65 


1.46 


.10 


15.59 


<.0001 


7 


Language 


16 


5.67 


4.24 


1.43 


.26 


5.46 


<.0001 




Math 


32 


7.19 


5.81 


1.38 


.17 


8.21 


<.0001 




Reading 


9 


5.64 


4.67 


.97 


.18 


5.41 


.0006 


8 


Language 


9 


5.34 


4.66 


.68 


.20 


3.37 


.0098 




Math 


10 


7.72 


6.66 


1.06 


.39 


2.73 


.0231 



Figure G-2: MURCHISON t-TEST ON GRADE EQUIVALENT GAIN SCORES IN READING, LANGUAGE, 
AND MATH COMPUTATION 
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Frequency Distribution of ITBS Scores 

Another measure of the success of the program is the percent of students 
able to take the ITBS and a';tain a score above the chance level. Above 
this level, students have gained enough English to allow them some 
comprehension of the subtest. Of the 7th grade students who did not take 
the math subtest In 1984 or with a score below chance level 11% (23 of 30) 
scored above the chance level in the 1985 test administration. In 
reading, the figure for "th graders wes 47% (26 of 55) and in language it 
was 42% (22 of 52). The percents of 8th graders to move from untested or 
chance level to higher levels were respectively 56% (9 of 16) for math, 
44% (11 of 25) for reading, and 25% (5 of 20) for language. It is 
apparent from' the data provided that the program was much more effective 
for 7th grade students than for its eighth graders. Seventh graders 
demonstrated good progress toward the national norm. Eighth grade 
students ""held their own*^ against the national norm in reading and math, 
but fell farther behind ' » language. 

Further details or. the procadures followed in the evaluation of the TBE 
program, as well a'i *:he data analyses and results can be found in 
Local/State Bilingual: 1984-85 Final Technical Report (ORE Publication 
Number 04.32). 
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